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State of Ohio Environmental P rotection Agency 

~ET ADDRESS: 

.rus Governm ent Center 
, ,L S. Front Street 
Coiumbus, Ohio 43215 

Certified Mail 

JUN .. '·.2l 2004 

Mr. Dennis Grady 
GraMac Enterprises Ltd. 
9260 Pleasantwood Ave., NW 
North Canton, OH 44720 

TELE: (614) 644-3020 FAX: (614) 644-3164 
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Re: Amended Closure/Post-Closure Plan Approval 
GraMac Enterprises Ltd. 
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Dear Mr. Grady: · 

On December 26, 2003, GraMac Enterprises Ltd. submitted to Ohio EPA an amended 
closure/post-closure plan for four hazardous waste dry wells located at 7390 Middlebranch 
Avenue, Middlebranch, Ohio. The amended closure/post-closure plan was submitted 
pursuant to rules 3745-66-12 and 3745-66-18 of the Ohio Administrative Code (OAC) in 
order to demonstrate that GraMac Enterprises Ltd.'s proposal for amended closure/post­
closure complies with the requirements of OAC rules 37 45-66-11 , 37 45-66-12 and 37 45-
66-18. 

The owner or operator and the public were given the opportunity to submit written 
comments regarding the amended closure/post-closure plan in accordance with the 
hazardous waste rule requirements. No public comments were received by Ohio EPA. 

Based upon review of GraMac Enterprises Ltd.'s submittal, ·I conclude that the amended 
closure/post-closure plan for the hazardous waste facility at 7390 Middlebranch Avenue, 
Middlebranch, Ohio, as modified herein, meets the performance standard contained in 
OAC rule 3745-66-11 and complies with the pertinent parts of OAC rules 3745-66-12 and 
3745-66-18. 

The amended closure/post-closure plan submitted to Ohio EPA on December 26, 2003, 
by GraMac Enterprises Ltd. is hereby approved with the following modifications: 

Bob Taft, Governor 
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Jennette Bradley, Lieutenant Governor 
Christopher Jones, Director 

Ollio EPA is an Equal Opportunity Employer 
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1. On page 2-6 in the "Metals" subsection and Appendix B, Section 2.4.3, the facility 
proposes that lead be omitted from the list of analytes at the site. Ohio EPA agrees 
that lead may be removed from the list of analytes included in the ground water 
monitoring program. The amended closure/post-closure plan (plan) is hereby 
amended to delete lead from the list. 

2. On page 4-2, the fourth bullet, the plan states that there has been a lack of recent 
detections of chloroethane and xylenes in MW-13. This statement is inconsistent 
with the data presented in Table 2-8. According to Table 2-8, xylenes and 
chloroethane have been detected on a regular basis in MW-13 since 1999. Only 
during the February 2003 sampling event were these compounds not detected in 
the sample obtained from MW-13. The plan is hereby amended to delete this 
statement. 

3. Page 4-3 includes a table documenting the ground water protection standards for 
ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylenes. This table should be expanded to include 
ground water protection standards for all of the contaminates included in the ground 
water monitoring program at the site per OAC 3745-54-94 (A). 

4. On page 4-3, the plan states that record keeping and reporting will be conducted in 
accordance with OAC Rules 3745-54-98 (C) and 3745-55-01. These are not the 
correct rule citations for this ground water monitoring program. Because site 
specific contamination has been detected in the ground water at the site, a 
compliance monitoring program in accordance with OAC Rule 3745-54-99 should 
be implemented during the post-closure period. Section 4-3, "Post Closure 
Monitoring," should be modified to specifically state that a compliance ground water 
monitoring program in accordance with OAC Rule 3745-54-99 will be instituted at 
the site. The specific record keeping and reporting requirements cited on page 4-3 
should be OAC Rules 3745-54-75 and 3745-54-99 (C)(2). The plan is hereby 
amended to include these correct rule citations. 

5. The amended closure/post-closure cost estimates in Table 9-1 includes the cost for 
three years of semi-annual ground water monitoring. If it is determined that greater 
than three years of monitoring is required, then the facility should submit a revised 
closure cost estimate to Ohio EPA which includes the costs of up to 30 years of 
semi-annual ground water monitoring. 

6. Appendix B, Post-Closure Monitoring Plan, Comments. 

A) The plan is hereby amended to change "uppermost water-bearing zone" 
located in the third sentence of Section 2.3 to "uppermost aquifer." 
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B) The OAC Rule 3745-54-92 citation in the first sentence on page 3-1 is 
incorrect. The plan is hereby amended to state that the ground water 
monitoring program is performed in accordance with OAC Rule 37 45-54-99. 
Because site specific contaminants of concern historically have been 
detected in the ground water at the site, a compliance ground water 
monitoring program should be instituted in the post-closure period. 

C) In accordance with OAC Rules 3745-54-99(D)(1) and (2), Section 5.2 should 
be modified to include provisions for the statistical analysis of the 
concentrations of contaminants at the compliance points with the ground 
water protection standards established in accordance with OAC Rule 3745-
54-94 and to determine if contamination is increasing at the monitoring wells 
at the compliance point. The statistical methods can be found in OAC Rule 
3745-54-97 and/or in the U.S. EPA guidance documents Statistical Analysis 
of Ground-Water Monitoring Data at RCRA Facilities, Interim Final Guidance 
(April 1989) and Statistical Analysis of Ground-Water Monitoring Data at 
RCRA Facilities. Addendum to Interim Final Guidance (July 1992). Section 
5.2 of the plan is hereby amended to include these changes. 

D) In accordance with OAC Rule 3745-54-99 (H)(1), Section 5.2 of the plan is 
hereby amended to include provisions for notifying the director within seven 
days of determining that there has been an exceedence of any of the 
concentration limits at any of the monitoring wells at the compliance point. 

E) In accordance with OAC .Rule 37 45-54-99 (H)(2), Section 5.2 of the plan is 
hereby amended to document that a corrective actions program plan, 
meeting the requirements of OAC Rule 37 45-55-01, will be submitted to the 
director within 180 days of determining that any of the ground water 
protection standards have been exceeded at the compliance point. 

F) References to a GWQAP (ground water quality assessment plan) or to a 
ground water quality assessment program included in Appendix B should be 
changed to a compliance monitoring plan or compliance monitoring program. 
The plan is hereby amended to include these changes. 

G) Site specific contaminants of concern have been adequately determined and 
documented at this site. Therefore, the post-closure compliance ground 
water monitoring plan should include a statement that the yearly analysis of 
all of the constituents included in the Appendix to rule OAC Rule 37 45-54-98 
is not necessary and will not be performed. The plan is hereby amended to 
include the statement. 
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H) Since sufficient historical data is available, the collection and analysis of four 
replicate samples required byOAC Rule 3745-54-97 (G)(1) is not necessary. 
The post-closure compliance ground water monitoring plan should be 
modified accordingly. 

I) The first paragraph at the top of page 7-1 is hereby amended to reference 
the record keeping and reporting rules OAC 3745-54-99(C)(2) and 3745-54-
75 rather than OAC Rule 37 45-55-02. 

J) Appendix B of the post-closure ground water monitoring plan includes a list 
of parameters and the types of containers, preservatives, and holding times 
applicable to each. However, the site specific contaminants of concern are 
not included in this appendix. It appears that the second page of the 
appendix is missing. Appendix B of the plan is hereby amended to include 
the container, preservative, and holding time information for the site specific 
contaminants of concern. 

K) The plan is hereby amended to remove metals from Table 3-1 since they are 
no longer analyzed as part of the facility's ground water monitoring program. 

L) A footnote for Table 3-1 indicates that the values listed as detection limits are 
actually practical quantitation limits. In order to better indicate what is 
actually being documented in the table, the column title "Method Detection 
Limit" in Table 3-1 should be changed to "Practical Quantitation Limits." The 
plan is hereby amended to include this change. 

M) The facility should ensure that the method detection limits (MDLs) achieved 
are at or below any applicable MCLs. The MDLs for each parameter should 
be documented with any data submission. Appendix B of the plan is hereby 
amended to include this requirement. 

7. Figure 1 included in Appendix D, Site Controls, shows the area to be graded and 
covered with concrete. In the figure, a water well is shown to exist in the 
construction area. It is important that the integrity of this well will be protected and 
maintained during construction. If the well is to be abandoned, the company should 
document the proposed abandonment procedures. Chapter 9 of the Technical 
Guidance Manual for Hydrologic Investigations and Ground Water Monitoring (Ohio 
EPA, February 1995) should be consulted for abandonment procedures, if 
applicable. Appendix D of the plan is hereby amended to include these 
requirements. 
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8. Section 4.2, Use Restrictions, and Appendix E, Declaration of Restrictions on Use 
of Real Property, are hereby amended to delete all references to equitable servitude 
and use restrictions, to be replaced by a covenant to follow the notice to the deed 
requirements found in OAC Rule 3745-55-19(8). 

9. A copy of an updated amended closure/post-closure plan incorporating the above 
modifications should be submitted to Paul Dolensky at Ohio EPA, Northeast District 
Office, within 30 days of receipt of this letter. 

Compliance with the approved amended closure/post-closure plan, especially including the 
modifications specified herein, is expected. Ohio EPA will monitor such compliance. Ohio 
EPA expressly reserves the right to take action, pursuant to chapters 3734. and 6111. of 
the Ohio Revised Code, and other applicable law, to enforce such compliance and to seek 
appropriate remedies in the event of noncompliance with the provisions and modifications 
of this approved amended closure/post-closure plan. Please be advised that approval of 
this amended closure/post-closure plan does not release GraMac Enterprises Ltd. from any 
responsibilities regarding corrective action for all releases of hazardous waste or 
constituents from any waste management unit, regardless of the time at which waste was 
placed in the unit. 

You are hereby notified that this action of the Director of Environmental Protection is final 
and may be appealed to the Environmental Review Appeals Commission pursuant to Ohio 
Revised Code section 3745.04. The appeal must be in writing and set forth the action 
complained of and the grounds upon which the appeal is based. The appeal must be filed 
with the commission within 30 days after notice of the Director's action. Notice of the filing 
of the appeal shall be filed with the Director within three days after the appeal is filed with 
the commission. An appeal may be filed with the commission at the following address: 

Environmental Review Appeals Commission 
309 South Fourth Street 

Room 222 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

When closure is completed, OAC rule 3745-66-15 requires the owner or operator of a 
facility to submit to the Director of Ohio EPA, certification by the owner or operator and an 
independent, registered professional engineer, that the facility has been closed in 
accordance with the approved closure plan. The certification by the owner or operator 
shall include the statement found in OAC rule 37 45-50-42(D). These certifications should 
be submitted to: Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, Division of Hazardous Waste 
Management, Attn: Pamela Allen, Regulatory and Information Services Section, P.O. Box 
1049, Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049. 
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Ohio EPA, Division of Hazardous Waste Management, strongly encourages you to 
consider pollution prevention options for any processes at your facility that generate waste. 

While implementation of pollution prevention options is not required by Ohio laws and 
regulations, the application of waste minimization practices may help reduce the expense 
of remedial activities. Additionally, implementation of pollution prevention options may 
prevent the creation of new units and, as a result, eliminate the requirement to submit a 
closure plan in the future. · For assistance in identifying and implementing pollution 
prevention options, contact Paul Dolensky at (330) 963-1163. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Christopher Jones 
Director 

cc: Pamela Allen, DHWM Central File, Ohio EPA 
Ed Lim, Manager, ERAS, CO, Ohio EPA 
Paul Dolensky, DHWM, NEDO 
John Palmer, DHWM, NEDO 
Diane Kurlich, DDAGW, NEDO 
Harriet Croke, U.S. EPA - Region 5 
Michael J. McKim, URS Corporation 

i .. 



State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

STREET ADDRESS: 

1800 WaterMark Drive 
Columbus, OH 43215-1099 

Certified Mail 
Return Receipt Requested 

January 19, 1999 

Mr. Dennis Grady 
GraMac Enterprises Ltd. 
9260 Pleasantwood Ave., NW 
North Canton, OH 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

TELE: (614) 644-3020 FAX: (614) 644·2329 

Re: CLOSURE PLAN 
GraMac Enterprises Ltd. 

MAILING ADDRESS: 

P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, OH 43216·1049 

OHD Middlebranch Facility 
USEPA ID# OHD 004 468 609 

On March 31 , 1995, GraMac Enterprises Ltd. submitted to Ohio EPA a closure plan for four 
hazardous waste dry wells located at 7344 Middlebranch Road, Middlebranch, Ohio. Revisions 
to the closure plan were received on May 15, 1998. The closure plan was submitted pursuant to 
Rule 37 45-66-12 of the Ohio Administrative Code (OAC) in order to demonstrate that GraMac 
Enterprises Ltd.'s proposal for closure complies with the requirements of OAC Rules 37 45-66-11 
and 3745-66-12. · 

The public was given the opportunity to submit written comments regarding the closure p lan of 
GraMac Enterprises Ltd. in accordance with OAC Rule 3745-66-12. No comments. were 
received by Ohio EPA in this matter. 

Based upon review of GraMac Enterprises Ltd.'s submittal and subsequent revisions, I conclude 
that the closure plan for the hazardous waste facility 7344 Middlebranch Road, Middlebranch, 
Ohio, as modified herein, meets the performance standard contained in OAC Rule 3745-66-11 
and complies with the pertinent parts of OAC Rule 3745-66-12. 

The closure plan submitted to Ohio EPA on March 31, 1995, and revised on May 15, 1998, by 
GraMac Enterprises Ltd. is hereby approved with the following modifications: 

1. The Responses to Comments, Comment 4 is inconsistent with the Amended Closure 
Plan's (ACP) Constituents of Concern (COCs) Section 3.3. The ACP is hereby modified to 
state that the COCs will be those listed in the ACP and not in the GraMac responses. 

2. The ACP indicates that cyclohexanone (CAS #108-94-1) will be analyzed using SW-846 
Method 82608. However, this parameter is not included in the methodology. The ACP is 

@ Printed on Recycled Paper 

George V. Voinovich, Governor 
Nancy P. Hollister, Lt. Governor 

Donald R. Schregardus, Director 

OHIO EPA 

ENTERED 

DtRECT0R'S~ OURNAL. 
.IAt\1 1 9 1999 
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hereby amended to specify that SW-846 Method 8315A will be used for the analysis of 
cyclohexanone. 

3. GraMac did not adequately address Comment 36 from the Notice of Deficiency (NOD). 
Literature supports the concept that variable factors such as soil classification, grain size 
distribution, soil air conductivity, soil moisture content, soil humic content, organic carbon 
content, soil permeability, soil sorption capacity and soil temperature ranges have a large 
influence on the success or failure of a Soil Vapor Extraction (SVE) system. The ACP is 
hereby modified to state that the above data will be submitted to this agency within thirty 
(30) days of receipt of this approval. 

4. The revised ACP does not address how the metals associated with the unit will be 
remediated. SVE and/or bioremediation techniques are not an effective means for 
remediating heavy metal contamination. In order for GraMac to be able to achieve 
Certification of Closure, the RCRA metals will have to be further addressed and a suitable 
clean standard will need to be met. The ACP is hereby modified to state that site-specific 
background for the inorganic COGs will be determined in accordance with the Closure Plan 
Review Guidance. These background figures will be the remediation standards for the 
site. GraMac shall submit a detailed plan for remediating the site to these standards within 
thirty (30) days of receipt of this approval. 

5. Comment 41 of the NOD required a list of physical properties for the COGs. The table 
included in GraMac's response did not include the potential degradation products that were 
added to the list of COGs. This table and any other table, text or figures that refer to 
specific COGs are hereby modified to include the entire list. GraMac must submit 
corrected, inclusive tables within thirty (30) days of receipt of this approval. 

6. The revised ACP does not adequately address Comment 52 from the NOD. GraMac 
cannot use a high pressure wash for cleaning any existing piping unless the integrity of the 
piping has been established and GraMac can document all rinse waters will be contained 
inside of the piping during the cleaning operation. If the integrity of the piping cannot be 
documented, the piping must be removed or cleaned in another manner that does not 
threaten the spread of contamination. GraMac must submit a detailed plan addressing 
this concern. 

7. Figure 10-1 of the revised ACP includes a closure schedule that is date specific. GraMac 
shall revise that figure to reflect estimated time periods. Closure schedules cannot be date 
specific. The revised fig.!Jre shall be submitted to the Ohio EPA. 

8. The ACP is hereby modified to state that "In order to establish that the clean closure 
performance standard (OAC 37 45-66-11) has been met, quarterly monitoring will be 
conducted for a minimum of two years after clean-up goals are achieved. For clean 
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closure to be certified, the concentrations of contaminates in the ground water must remain 
at or below the calculated risk-based concentrations during this two year period." 

9. GraMac's response to Comment 71 of the NOD indicates that this comment was 
previously addressed and reflected in the Ground Water Quality Assurance Plan. GraMac 
must provide further clarification as to the location of this information. If this comment has 
not been addressed, GraMac shall submit this information to the Ohio EPA. 

10. Section 2.4.5. 7 of the revised ACP states that the horizontal extent of contamination has 
been defined. Until sampling results indicate that non-detect, Ohio Farms Soils or 
background (as appropriate) has been reached in all vertical and horizontal directions, 
Ohio EPA maintains that the extent of contamination of these hazardous waste units has 
not been defined. The ACP is hereby modified to state that GraMac will define the full 
horizontal and vertical contamination pursuant to the original approved closure plan. 

11. Section 2.4.5. 7 of the revised ACP states that metals will be eliminated as COCs in the 
ACP. Until the metals are removed in accordance with the approved clean standard in 
soils, they shall remain a COC for both soil and groundwater. In addition, until the full 
extent of the unit is defined, no COCs included in the original approved closure plan shall 
be eliminated from the list. 

12. Within 90 days of plan approval, the GraMac must make a good faith effort to gain access 
to the neighboring property and install an additional ground water monitoring well down 
gradient of MW-16. If access is granted, the GraMac must install an additional ground 
water monitoring well down gradient of MW-16. Ground water contamination was detected 
at MW-16 in February (ethylbenzene and xylene) and June (3,3,5-TMC) 1998. The Ohio 
EPA is concerned that these contaminants have moved down gradient of MW-16 and off 
the Grady McCauley site. GraMac will determine the concentration, rate, and extent of the 
hazardous waste and hazardous waste constituents in the ground water down gradient of 
MW-16 as required by OAC Rule 3745-65-93(D)(4)(a) and (b). 

13. In accordance with OAC 3745-65-93 (D)(4)(a), GraMac has not determined the full vertical 
extent of ground water contamination at MW-13. Chloroethane (1 00 ug/1), xylenes 
(total)(1, 100 ug/1) and 3,3,5-trimethylcyclohexanone (3,3,5-TMC) were detected during the 
first quarter 1998 sampling event at MW-13. GraMac shall install a deeper well in the area 
of known ground water contamination. The well shall be installed prior to and sampled 
during the next quarterly groundwater monitoring event. 

14. The estimated closure schedule does not include any information concerning the actual 
installation and operation of the remediation system. GraMac shall submit a detailed 
schedule that includes any bench, pilot, and full scale remedial schedules for Ohio EPA's 
consideration. 
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15. Within ninety (90) days of plan approval, GraMac shall implement a ground water 
extraction system that will extract contaminated ground water from the uppermost 
saturated zones as defined in the "Ground Water Quality Assessment Plan" (Woodward­
Clyde, February, 1998) and will hydraulically capture the ground water contaminant plume 
(i.e., reverse the flow of ground water) in the area surrounding MW-13. Concurrent to the 
implementation of the ground water extraction system, GraMac shall make a good faith 
effort to obtain all relevant Ohio EPA permits. In addition, GraMac Shall notify Ohio EPA's 
Northeast District Office at least five (5) business days prior to the installation of the ground 
water extraction system. 

All documents and additional information requested above shall be submitted to the Northeast 
District Office within thirty (30) days of receipt of this approval. 

Please be advised that approval of this closure plan does not release GraMac Enterprises Ltd. 
from any responsibilities as required under the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 
1984 regarding corrective action for all releases of hazardous waste or constituents from any 
solid waste management unit, regardless of the time at which waste was placed in the unit. 

Notwithstanding compliance with the terms of the closure plan, the Director may, on the basis of 
any information that there is or has been a release of hazardous waste, hazardous constituents, 
or hazardous substances into the environment, issue an order pursuant to Section 3734.20...§t 
seq. of the Revised Code or Chapters 3734 or 6111 of the Revised Code requiring corrective 
action or such other response as deemed necessary; or initiate appropriate action; or seek any 
appropriate legal or equitable remedies to abate pollution or contamination, or to protect public 
health or safety or the environment. 

Nothing here shall waive the right of the Director to take action beyond the terms of the closure 
plan pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act 
of 1980, 42 U.S. C. § 9601 et seq., as amended by the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act of 1986, Pub. L. 99-499 ("CERCLA") or to take any other action pursuant to 
applicable Federal or State law, including but not limited to the right to issue a permit with terms 
and conditions requiring corrective action pursuant to Chapters 3734 or 6111 of the Revised 
Code; the right to seek injunctive relief, monetary penalties and punitive damages, to undertake 
any removal, remedial, and/or response action relating to the facility, and to seek recovery for 
any costs incurred by the Director in undertaking such actions. 

Strict compliance with each and every provision of this approved closure plan, especially 
including the modifications specified herein, is expected. The Ohio EPA will monitor such 
compliance. The Director expressly reserves the right to take action, pursuant to Chapters 3734 
and 6111 of the Revised Code, and other applicable law, to enforce such compliance and to 
seek appropriate remedies in the event of noncompliance with the provisions and modifications 
of this approved closure plan. 
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You are notified that this action of the Director is final and may be appealed to the Environmental 
Review Appeals Commission ("ERAC") pursuant to Section 3745.04 of the Ohio Revised Code. 
The appeal must be in writing and set forth the action complained of, and the grounds upon 
which the appeal is based. It must be filed with the Environmental Review Appeals Commission 
within thirty (30) days after notice of the Director's action. A copy of the Appeal must be served 
on the Director of the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency within three (3) days of filing with 
the ERAC. An appeal may be filed with the Environmental Review Appeals Commission, 236 
East Town Street, Room 300, Columbus, Ohio 43266-0557. 

When closure is completed, the Ohio Administrative Code Rule 3745-66-15 requires the owner 
or operator of a facility to submit to the Director of the Ohio EPA certification by the owner or 
operator and an independent, registered professional engineer that the facility has been closed 
in accordance with the approved closure plan. The certification by the owner or operator shall 
·include the statement found in OAC 3745-50-42(D). These certifications should be submitted to: 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, Division of Hazardous Waste Management, Attn: Tom 

Crepeau, Data Management Section, Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, 
Ohio 43216-1049. 

gramac/ao 

- cc: Tom Crepeau, DHWM Central File, Ohio EPA 
Closure Unit, DHWM, CO, Ohio EPA/ 
Harriet Croke, U.S. EPA- Region V v 
Jason Romp, DHWM, NEDO, Ohio EPA 
Harry Courtright, DHWM, NEDO, Ohio EPA 
Eric Adams, DDAGW, NEDO, Ohio EPA 





~ET ADDRESS: 

300 WaterMark. Drive 
Columbus, OH 43215-1099 

Certified Mail 
Return Receipt Requested 

September 30, 1997 

Mr. Dennis Grady 

State of Ohio Elo.vi.ronmental Protection Agency 

TElE: (614) 644-3020 FAX: (614) 644-2329 

NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY 

Re: Amended Closure Plan 
Grady McCauley 
Middlebranch Facility 
OHD 004 468 609 

Grady McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc. 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, OH 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

UAIUNG ADDRESS: 

P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, OH 43216-1049 

On March 31, 1995, Ohio EPA received from Grady McCauley, an amended closure plan for four 
hazardous waste dry wells located at 7394 Middlebranch Road, Middlebranch, Ohio. 

This amended closure was submitted pursuant to Rule 3745-66-12 of the Ohio Administrative Code (OAC) 
in order to demonstrate that the Grady McCauley's proposal for closure complies with the requirements of 
OAC Rules 3745-66-11 and 3745-66-12. 

The public was given the opportnnity to submit written comments regarding the amended closure plan in 
accordance with OAC Rule 3745-66-12. The public comment period extended from May 29, 1995. No 
public comments were received by Ohio EPA. 

Pursuant to OAC Rule 3745-66-12(D)(4), I am providing you with a statement of deficiencies in the 
amended closure plan, outlined in Attachment A. 

Please take notice that OAC Rule 3745-66-12 requires that a modified amended closure plan addressing the 
deficiencies enumerated in Attachment A be submitted to the Director of the Ohio EPA for approval within 
thirty (30) days of the receipt of this letter_ 

The modified amended closure plan shall be prepared in accordance with the following editorial protocol 
or convention: 

1. 

$ Printed on Recycled Paper 

Old Language is over-struck, but not obliterated. 

George V. Voinovich, Governor 
Nancy P. Hollister, Lt Governor 

Donald R. Schregardus, Director 
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2. New Language is capitalized. 

3. Page headers should indicate date of suJmission. 

4. If significant changes are necessary, pages should be re-numbered, table of contents 
revised, and complete sections provided as required. 

The modified amended closure plan should be submitted to: Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, 
Division of Hazardous Waste Management, Attn: Tom Crepeau, Manager, Data Management Section, 
P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049. A copy should also be sent to: Chris Prosser, Ohio EPA, 
Northeast District Office, 2110 East Aurora Road, Twinsburg, Ohio 44087. 

Upon review of the resubmitted plan, I will prepare and issue a final action approving or modifying such 
plan. If you wish to arrange a meeting to discuss your responses to this Notice of Deficiency, please 
contact Chris Prosser at (216)963-1259. 

gmcauley.MJ.ao 

cc: Tom Crepeau, DHWM, Central File, Ohio EPA 
Harriet Croke, USEP A, Region V 
Montee Suleiman, CO, Ohio EPA 
Chris Prosser, OhioEPA, NEDO 



ATIACHMENT A 

2.3.4.1 Monitoring Well Installations 

I) On page 2-10, Grady McCauley (GM) states that approximately three well volumes were purged 
from each well prior to sampling. GM shall specify in the Amended Closure Plan (ACP) how it was 
determined that the removal of three well volumes was sufficient. 

2.4 Regional and Site Geology and Hydrogeology 

2) On page 2-11, GM includes the citation ("Ohio EPA, 1990"). The reference information for this 
citation is not included in a bibliography. GM shall include the appropriate bibliographic 
information in the ACP. 

3) On page 2-12, GM has referenced a ground water contour map as Figure 6. The data used to 
construct this map has not been submitted. GM shall tabulate and submit the static water level and 
water level elevation data used to construct this map. The ACP shall be revised accordingly. 

3.3 Constituents of Concern and 4.1 Chemicals of Concern 

4) On page 4-1, GM lists the contaminants of concern for ground water at the site. The compounds 
1,1-dichloroethane (!,I-DCA); methyl ethyl ketone (MEK); 1,1,1-TCA trichloroethane (1,1,1-
TCA): and cyclohexanone as well as the metals cadmium, chromium, lead and zinc have been 
omitted from this list. Degradation products of 1,1,1-TCA including cis-1,2 dichloroethene; trans-
! ,2-dichloroethene; chloroethane; I, 1-dichloroethene; and vinyl chloride also were omitted from this 
table. 

GM states that cyclohexanone, I-I-DCA, MEK, and I, I ,1-TCA were omitted because they were not 
detected in soil and ground water samples collected at the site. A review of the submitted data, 
however, indicates that all of these compounds were detected in one or more of the ground water 
samples collected using Geoprobe procedures. The monitoring well data submitted indicates that 
detection limits in the more contaminated samples were too high to conclusively delete these 
compounds from consideration as contaminants of concern. For example, the detection limits for 
the sample from MW-15 are 5,000 ug/L for cyclohexanone; 250 ug/L for 1,1-DCA; 5,000 ug/L for 
MEK; and 250 ug/L for 1,1,1-TCA. In addition, the data included on the laboratory data sheets in 
Appendices 3 and 5 indicate that I, 1,-DCE also was detected in ground water samples collected 
using the Geoprobe. Because the data are inconclusive, cyclohexanone; 1,1-DCA; MEK and 1,1,1-
TCA shall be added to the list of contaminants of concern. The degradation products of 1, 1, 1-TCA, 
including I, 1-DCE which has already been detected in ground water samples at the site, also shall be 
added to the list. Because metals have historically been detected in ground water at the site, 
cadmium, chromium, lead, and zinc shall remain on the list of contaminants of concern until three 
additional quarters of data are collected. 

5) The Table 10 of the ACP shall be revised according to the above comment. 



6) GM shall use 1he same Jist of Chemicals/Constituents of Concern (COCs) as provided in 1he 

approved Closure Plan (CP). Any COCs GM proposes to remove from 1he original list shall be 

documented and 1he appropriate analytical shall be provided reflecting 1he reason each COC is not 

included. The. ACP shall be revised to clarify 1he differences in terminology and lists between 

Section 3. 3 and Section 4 .1. 

7) Table 1, Soil and Groundwater Sample Analytical Results reflects chromium are above Ohio Farm 

Soils in 4 of 1he six samples, 1herefore chromium shall remain as a COC for soils. The ACP shall 

be revised to state 1he cleanup level for chromium shall be Ohio Farm Soils or established 1hrough 

background sampling in accordance wi1h 1he Closure Performance Standards. 

4.2 Cleanup Criteria for Closure 

8) The ACP shall be revised to state 1he cleanup levels for all COCs will be non-detect, Ohio Farm 

Soils or background, as appropriate for each COC. All risk assessment language shall be deleted 

from this section and all subsequent sections of 1he ACP. 

5.1.1 Bench Scale Treatability for In-Situ Treatment 

9) On page 5-2, GM lists 1he parameters which 1he initial soil and groundwater will be analyzed. The 

appropriate SW -846 me1hod shall be used for each parameter. Me1hod SW -846 8240 shall be 

replaced by Me1hod SW-846 8260B as indicated by 1he January, 1995 US EPA updates. 

Cyclohexanone (CAS #108-94-1) is not listed in 1he SW-846 8260B set of parameters, 1herefore GM 

shall indicate 1he appropriate SW-846 Me1hod for this COC. · 

10) Isophorone shall be analyzed using Me1hod SW-846 8270C as indicated by 1he January, 1995 US 

EPA updates. 

11) 3,3,5- Trime1hylcyclohexanone is not listed under SW-846 8270C. GM shall provide 1he 

appropriate synonym and CAS number 1hat corresponds wi1h 1he appropriate SW -846 Me1hod. 

12) The revised ACP shall address what precautions will be taken in 1he column study to insure 1hat 

contaminated soil does not suffer 1he loss of contaminants by non-treatment routes- e.g. 

volatilization during sample handling or while contained in 1he column. This could be established by 

controls, e.g. sterile soil and sterile ground water, but no supplementation wi1h hydrogen peroxide 

and nutrients; this control could show 1hat reduction in contaminates is not due to non-treatment 

routes, established by 1he maintenance of contaminate levels from sample wi1hdrawal from site until 

completion of 1he bench study. 

13) The ACP shall be revised to address whe1her 1he nutrients to be used in 1he columns 1, 2, and 3 are 

1he same. If 1hey are not, it will become difficult to judge 1he merits of aerobic and anaerobic 

conditions. 
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14) The ACP shall be revised to state bow the bench scale study results will be used to scale-up 
treatment. Conditions in small columns can be much different than those in bulk soil at the 
contaminated site. Positive bench scale results won't necessarily indicate positive full scale 
treatment. 

15) On page 5-3, the fifth paragraph shall be revised to clarify the sentence "If results of the study are 
favorable, a bioremediation system will be designed and submitted to the Ohio EPA for approval 
along." The ACP shall also be revised to state the proposed bioremediation system shall be 
submitted along with a detailed report of the findings and conclusions made during the pilot study. 
This report shall also include detailed plans/drawings of the facility's large scale vapor extraction 
system, well placement locations, etc .. 

The ACP shall be revised to state air sparging shall not commence until Ohio EPA has approved 
detailed construction plans for the remedial system. 

16) In Section 5.1.1 of the ACP, GM shall provide more details on the sampling schedule for the 
column and batch studies. This shall include but not be limited to whether the sampling will take 
place at evenly spaced or staggered time intervals throughout the performance period and the exact 
time that interval(s) will be used. 

17) On page 5-l of the ACP, GM states "A soil column study will be performed first by packing three 
glass columns ... " GM shall provide information in the revised ACP in response to the following 
questions; 

a) What procedure will GM use to pack the columns?; 

b) How will the loss of volatiles be minimized?; 

c) How will the loss of volatiles be assessed?; 

d) How will the sterilization process be accomplished without the volatilization of VOC vapors?; 

e) Has GM considered the use of spiking compounds?; 

f) How will GM assure that each column is consistently packed?; and 

g) Will packing and pore volume be consistent with field measurements or is this requirement 
unnecessary for a feasibility assessment? 

18) On page 5-2 of the ACP, it is unclear if soil and/or water samples will be removed from the 
columns or if a static head space method will be used. The ACP shall be revised to include detailed 
information on the analytical operating procedures used to determine mineralization of the COCs. 
(For example, how will samples be extracted for evaluation? If head space sampling is to be 
performed, how will the SVOCs be quantified?) Also, the ACP shall be revised to explain how the 
sampling procedures may affect subsequent samples in the series (microcosms). 
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19) The ACP shall be revised to state if the tracking dye will be used on each column in the study and 
whether or not the soil columns will be saturated with water (ground or sterilized water). 

20) The ACP shall be revised to indicate in Section 5 .1.1 the quantities of hydrogen peroxide and 
nutrients that will be used in the soil column and batch studies. Also, GM shall explain how the 
addition of hydrogen peroxide arid ground-water will be introduced to the columns and how will 

volatiles loss be prevented. 

21) GM shall explain in Section 5 .1.1 of the ACP the constituents of nutrients introduced into each 
column in the soil column study and into each series in the batch study. If this information is 
presently unknown, then GM shall state whether the nutrients used are the same throughout the 
studies and the carbon/nitrogen/phosphorus ratio. 

22) GM should consider adding a fourth column consisting of only sterilized soil and ground-water. 
This column would serve as an unreactive control column. 

23) GM shall explain in Section 5 .1.1 of the ACP the criteria used to determine whether in-situ soil 
treatment (bioremediation) is a viable remedial alternative. 

24) GM shall explain in Section 5 .1.1 of the ACP whether this evaluation will be conducted under 

controlled temperature conditions for the column and batch studies. If not, why not? If so, what 
temperature will be used? 

25) The ACP shall be revised to include whether or not the following soil parameters, during the column 

and batch studies, are representative of the field in-situ soil conditions: soil moisture content, soil 
temperature, soil field capacity, soil pH, soil/water dissolved oxygen content, soil/gas dissolved 
oxygen content, organic matter content, total organic carbon and nitrogen content, redox 
(oxidation/reduction) potential, total inorganic nitrogen content, porosity, permeability, bulk density, 
and cation exchange capacity of the soil. 

26) In Section 5 .1.1 of the ACP, GM shall state the volume and the soil weight used in the batch study 
samples (e.g. 50 em by 2.5 em glass cylinders, 50 g), how the samples will be packed, and the 
location of the soil and groundwater samples to be used. 

27) In Section 5 .1.1 of the ACP, GM shall indicate the time intervals for sampling and whether the time 
intervals are evenly spaced for the 8 time points for each of the 3 microcosms for each of the 3 

series. 

28) GM shall explain in Section 5 .1.1 of the ACP the significance of both the soil column and the batch 

studies. 

5.1.2 Dual Phase Extraction Pilot Testing 

29) The ACP shall be revised to state GM shall obtain Ohio EPA concurrence on the design of its large 

scale vapor extraction system prior to actual construction. 
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30) The ACP shall be revised to include additional information concerning the construction of the 
proposed piezometers (e.g., Will they have a sand pack around the screen? Will the annular space 
be filled with a bentonite and bentonite/cement grout seal? How will they be finished at the 
surface?). It is also unclear how many piezometers are proposed. This shall be clarified. 
Abandomnent procedures for the piezometers shall be the same as those followed for monitoring 
wells (e.g., removal or splitting of casing, sand in screened portion, etc.). 

31) On page 5-4, the third paragraph states "Prior to the test, any requisite air and water discharge 
perntits will be obtained." The ACP shall be revised to specifically state the appropriate POTW and 
the local air agency. 

32) On page 5-5, GM mentions that ground water samples will be collected from the extraction well at 
the completion of the pilot test. It is unclear which well will serve as the extraction well. The CP 
shall be revised to indicate which of the existing wells will be used as an extraction well. If a well 
other than one of the existing monitoring wells will be used, the ACP shall include a map showing its 
proposed location and shall include all details of its proposed drilling, installation, and construction. 

33) On page 5-6, the first paragraph mentions re-infiltration of treated groundwater into the soil 
upgradient of LW-1 and LW-2 to accelerated COC removal. GM must obtain the appropriate 
pennits prior to discharging any treated groundwater back into the envirorunent via any 
route. This includes contacting the Division of Drinking and Groundwaters, Underground Injection 
Control at our central office at (614) 644-2909 to ensure compliance with their program. 

34) The ACP shall be revised to fully describe the trailer mounted DPE pilot test unit. This revision 
shall include the manufacturers specifications and lintitations, horse power maximum, air flow 
capacity, and maximum vacuum. The description shall also include how a high vacuum will be 
maintained. 

35) The ACP shall be revised to clearly explain and demonstrate that the proposed pilot study will 
deterntine effective radius of influence for the site specific soil conditions. This shall include a 
system that will produce a record of the vacuum pressure distribution in a series of wells over space 
and time. The adequacy of the system shall be demonstrated through graphs, drawings (plan and 
cross section views) figures, etc. 

36) The ACP shall be revised to specifically state how the soil air permeability, radius of influence, 
exhaust vapor contantinant concentrations will be calculated/measured. This would include all 
assumptions to be used and on what these assumptions are based. The ACP shall also state what 
range of soil permeability is conductive for this VES system. 

The ACP shall be revised to ioclude information on soil air conductivity, soil moisture content, soil 
humic content, organic carbon content, soil permeability, soil sorption capacity and soil temperature 
ranges. 
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37) The ACP shall be revised to list all of the specific type of equipment to be used in the pilot test. The 
ACP shall include the required calibration and operation instructions per manufacturer 
specifications. 

38) The ACP shall be revised to explain and justify a minimum of two samples being collected during 
the pilot test and demonstrate that two samples are enough to calculate/measure the conditions to 
meet the requirements in this notice of deficiency. 

39) The ACP shall be revised to account for seasonal variation in the groundwater table during the test 
and implementation periods. 

40) The ACP shall be revised to include a detailed description of how the purge waters will be managed 
tested and disposed of at the termination of the test. 

41) The ACP shall include a Jist of the physical properties of the COCs to demonstrate that the COCs 
have a vapor pressure of 1.0 mm or more of mercury at 20 degrees C and a Heury's Law Constant 
greater than 0.01 to demonstrate that VES at least has the potential be effective (EPA 1540/2-91/003 
(1991)). 

42) Based upon the data collected during the performance of this pilot study the facility shall determine, 
at a minimum, the following: 

a) the appropriate extraction well spacing criteria based upon determination of well's "effective 
radius" and not its radius of influence (see comment "43c" below); 

b) the appropriate number of extraction wells; 

c) the appropriate number of ventilation wells; 

d) the appropriate well diameter for both extraction and ventilation wells; 

e) the appropriate spacing of ventilation wells; 

f) the appropriate depths/screened intervals for both the extraction wells and the ventilation 
wells; 

g) whether the extraction of ground water through the vapor extraction wells will detrimentally 
effect the performance of the vapor extraction system; and 

43) During performance of the pilot study the facility shall acknowledge, at a minimum, the following 
requirements: 

a) the need to place observation wells with vapor probes to determine whether soils are being 
effectively ventilated and the interactions between extraction wells; 
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b) the need to install borings following the pilot test to confirm, via quantitative sampling, that 
treatment was in fact occurring; and 

c) the need to ignore the radius of influence when determining the spacing for the extraction 
wells following the pilot test, and instead base the spacing of the extraction wells upon the 
physics of the air flow to ensure that the velocity of air flow is sufficient for remediation. 

44) For long term applications, the vapor extraction well casing, the air injection well casing (if used), 
and the PVC piezometer casing materials must be compatible with the constituents of concern. 
Methyl ethyl ketone might affect the PVC well screens if it is at high concentrations. GM must 
determine whether the casings used are compatible with the COCs and state in the ACP that the 
casings to be used will be compatible with the COCs. The ACP shall be revised accordingly. 

45) Good surface seals are required. A surface seal can minimize infiltration of surface water which 
fills pore spaces and reduces air flow, can increase the radius of influence by preventing short 
circuiting, and helps to control the horizontal movement of inlet air that might bypass the COCs. 
GM must state in the ACP whether or not the soil surface above the contaminated soil (e.g. concrete 
layer or building) provides an adequate seal. If no such seal exists, then a plastic liner may be 
placed on top. 

46) Since some of the COCs listed on pages 3-3 and 5-2 of the ACP are capable of forming explosive 
mixtures at ambient conditions, precautions should be taken (such as the use of explosion proof 
equipment) to ensure that explosions do not occur. Explosion proof equipment should be used unless 
it can be demonstrated that there is no potential explosive hazard. The ACP shall be revised 
accordingly. 

47) Structures in the soil such as large rocks (boulders) or large clay lenses may significantly impede 
vapor extraction. GM shall identify the existence of any subsurface geologic structures. The ACP 
shall be revised accordingly. 

48) GM shall explain in Section 5 .1.2 of the ACP the criteria used to determine whether in-situ soil 
vapor extraction is a viable remedial alternative. 

5.2 Dry Well System Removal 

49) On page 5-6, GM states that dry wells LW -1 and LW -2 will be removed after the remediation 
system has reduced the levels of the contaminants of concern below risk-based clean-up goals. It is 
unclear why these wells will be removed after the remediation activities are near completion. This 
shall be clarified. GM also shall explain what measures were taken to determine whether these wells 
are continuing sources of soil and ground water contamination. 

50) On page 5-7, the second paragraph states that GM intends on using the concrete floor slab and 
sidewalk that did not come in contact with any hazardous waste as backfill in the excavation area. 
The ACP shall be revised to state that GM shall obtain prior approval from the Division of Solid 
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Waste Management before burying any solid waste or construction and demolition debris. To obtain 
approval, GM may contact Scott Winkler at the Northeast District Office at (216) 963-1200. It shall 
also be stated in Section 5.2 that all backfill (borrow) material must be clean and not possess any 
waste contamination. 

51) On page 5-7, the fifth paragraph states "The 6-in. clay piping between LW-1 and LW-2, if present, 
will be excavated and cleaned in the same manner except for the removal of the concrete sidewalk." 
The ACP does not clarify how the clay piping will be cleaned in this instance and is unclear as to the 
reference of the removal of the concrete sidewalk. The ACP shall be revised to clarify the above 
statement. In addition, any reference in the ACP to debris, hazardous waste debris or miscellaneous 
debris shall be managed, cleaned, treated and/or disposed of in accordance with the Hazardous 
Waste Debris Rule, see Attachment B. All relevant text shall be revised. 

52) On page 5-8, the second paragraph indicates GM will clean underground piping using a high 
pressure wash, capping the piping at both ends and leaving it in place. This procedure is 
unacceptable to the Ohio EPA. GM cannot use a high pressure wash for cleaning any existing 
piping unless the integrity of the piping has been established and GM can document all rinsewaters 
will be contained inside of the piping. If the integrity of the piping cannot be documented, the piping 
must be removed. The ACP shall also be revised to state the thickness of the foundation of any 
buildings, sidewalks or other structures currently over the piping, and the depth and diameter of the 
existing piping in the ground. 

53) On page 5-8, the forth paragraph states "Soil to be managed as hazardous waste will be manifested 
and transported to a RCRA-permitted Treatment, Storage or Disposal facility." The ACP shall be 
revised to specifically state which TSD facility will be receiving the wastes and that arrangements 
will be made with that facility prior to excavating any hazardous waste. 

54) The ACP shall be revised to demonstrate how GM will ensure the soil placed into the excavations as 
clean fill meets the definition of "clean". 

5.3 Confirnlatory Soil Swnpling and Analysis 

55) The ACP shall be revised to state that all confirmatory samples taken from any excavated areas will 
be done in accordance with the Closure Plan Review Guidance, September, 1993. The grid pattern 
that is derived from the guidance shall be included in the revised version of the ACP. These 
confirmatory samples shall include all walls and all floor elevations, keeping in mind that as 
additional excavating takes place, the size and shape of the excavated area changes. Therefore, one 
additional confirmation sample may not be adequate depending on the amount of additional 
excavation. All sections of tile ACP shall be revised accordingly. 

56) The ACP shall be revised to include all sample collection procedures. At a minimum, tile closure 
plan shall include: 

a) A statement that documentation of sample collection shall be kept in a bound logbook; 
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b) For each sample, an accurate physical description of the sample type, location, identification 
and characteristics will be recorded; 

c) The date, time and name of the individual collection the sample will be included; 

d) Sample information will be recorded on the label applied to laboratory certified clean bottle 
and a chain of custody form; 

e) Chain of custody seals will be used; 

f) The chain of custody record shall be completed using water proof ink. Any correction are 
made be drawing a line through and initialling the error. Erasures are not permitted; 

g) Samples will be shipped in a manner to maintain their integrity; 

h) Sampling equipment shall be decontaminated between sampling events unless disposable 
equipment is used; and 

i) The protocol samplers will be taking such as changing outer gloves between sample collection 
shall be included. 

5.3.3 Swnple Shipment 

57) The ACP shall be revised to state the holding times for all samples will be recognized and strictly 
adhered to in accordance with USEPA Publication SW-846. 

5.3.4 Soil Sample Analysis 

58) TCLP Analysis shall be used to determine the characteristics of a waste stream. The ACP, 
however, shall be revised to state that all confirmation samples will be analyzed for Totals. 

59) The ACP shall be revised to clarify why the table in this section "Analytical Test Methods and 
Detection Limits" lists two separate methods for cadmium, chromium and lead. If the ACP retains 
method 6010 as an option, Method 6010B shall be used instead as required by the January 1995 
update to SW-846. 

60) It was noted that the Detection Limits listed on the above referenced table are significantly different 
than those listed in the specific methodology in SW-846. The ACP shall be revised to account for 
this discrepancy or the appropriate MDL's from the appropriate methods shall be listed. 

5.4 Groundwater Monitoring 

61) The first sentence of Section 5.4 shall be modified to state, "A ground-water monitoring program, in 
accordance with OAC Rules 3745-65-90 through 94, will be conducted to evaluate the potential 
impact on ground-water quality at the site." 
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62) Because contamination has been detected in the ground water at the site, GM is required to be 
sampling ground water on a quarterly basis in accordance with OAC 3745-65-93(0). Ground water 
samples shall be analyzed for site specific constituents. Degradation products of any site specific 
constituent also shall be included in the list of analytes. Ground water shall continue to be monitored 
on a quarterly basis until final closure of the facility as required by OAC 3745-65-93(D)(7)(a). In 
order to establish that GM has met the clean closure performance standard (OAC 3745-66-11), 
quarterly monitoring shall be conducted for a minimum of two years after clean-up goals are 
achieved. For clean closure to be certified, the concentrations of contaminants in the ground water 
must remain at or below the clean-up goals during this two year period. The ACP shall be revised 
accordingly. 

Quarterly monitoring for site specific parameters shall begin immediately. All of the site monitoring 
wells shall be included in the initial monitoring network. As additional data are obtained and 
analyzed, the monitoring network and the list of analytes may be revised with prior Ohio EPA 
approval. The ACP shall be revised accordingly. 

5.4.2 Groundwater Sampling 

63) On page 5-13, GM states that water levels will be reported relative to mean sea level. Both static 
water levels and water level elevations shall be reported. The ACP shall be revised accordingly. 

64) On page 5-13, GM states that total well depths will be measured to the nearest 0.1 foot. The ACP 
shall be changed to nearest 0. 0 I foot. 

65) On page 5-13, GM states that purging will continue until at least three well volumes have been 
removed or the well goes dry. This shall be revised to state that, "A minimum of three well 
volumes will be removed from each well unless the well is purged to dryness first. Purging will 
continue until pH, specific conductance and temperature have stabilized to within± 10% over three 
consecutive well volumes. If the well is purged to dryness, purging will be considered to be 
completed." 

66) The last sentence on page 5-13 shall be revised to state, "All ground water brought to the surface 
during purging will be collected, containerized, and characterized for future disposal." 

67) On page 5-14, GM states that temperature, pH, and specific conductivity measurements will be 
recorded in the field notebook and will be in the closure records. Provisions for the submission of 
this data with quarterly and annual reports shall be added to the ACP. 

5.4.3 Groundwater Analyses 

68) GM states that ground water samples will be collected on a quarterly basis during the first year of 
monitoring. In accordance to OAC 3745-65-93(D)(7)(a), quarterly ground water sampling shall 
continue until final closure of the facility. In addition, it is also stated in this section that the 
parameters analyzed will include VOCs, ground water quality and indicator parameters. Because 
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GM is already analyzing ground water samples for VOCs, the analysis of TOC and TOX seems to 
be omitted from the list of indicator parameters analyzed. This section of the ACP shall be revised 
accordingly. The list of indicator parameters on page 5-17 also shall be revised. 

69) The table on page 5-16 shall be revised to include the degradation products of 1,1,1-TCA. This 
shall include cis-1,2 DCE; trans-1,2-DCE; chloroethane; 1,1-DCE; and vinyl chloride. In addition, 
the proposed method detection limit for cadmium is greater than the MCL for tltis metal. An 
analytical method with a detection limit less than or equal to the cadmium MCL (5 ug/L) shall be 
used. The ACP shall be revised accordingly. 

70) The last sentence in Section 5.4.3 on page 5-17 shall be revised as per Comment 49 above. 

5.4.4 Groundwater Data Evaluation 

71) The first paragraph in Section 5 .4 .4 shall be revised as per Comment 4 3 above. The entire section 
shall be revised to reflect the results of recent ground water sampling at the site (i.e., concentrations 
of some constituents have already been detected above clean-up levels). If method detection limits 
are used as a determinant that clean levels have been achieved, GM shall ensure that these limits do 
not exceed MCLs. 

5.5 Quality Control Requirements 

72) It is unclear how many trip blanks are proposed per sampling event (e.g., one per cooler, one per 
day, one per sampling event, etc.). Section 5. 5 shall be revised to clarify the number of trip blanks 
GM proposes to collect. 

73) Refer to comment above. The ACP shall be revised to state GM shall obtain prior written approval 
from the City of North Canton before discharging and water to the sanitary sewer system. 

6.1.1 Decontamination Pad 

74) The ACP shall be revised to reference Figure 14 which depicts the decontamination pad relevant to 
tltis section. 

75) The ACP shall be revised to document how decontamination of equipment will be effected by 
weather events, including any freezing, snow or rain events. In addition, the ACP shall be revised 
to document how rainwater/snow that collects in the decontamination pad will be managed. 

7.1 Soil 

76) The ACP shall be revised to state all excavated soils will be properly characterized in accordance 
with OAC 3745-52-11. This characterization should include determining if any excavated soil would 
be a listed hazardous waste. 

Attachment A 
Page 11 



7.2 Rinseate, Purge Water and Pilot Test Water 

77) Refer to comment 18. The ACP shall be revised to state GM shall obtain prior written approval 
from the City of North Canton before discharging any water to the sanitary sewer system (or 
POTW). 

7.3 Miscellaneous Debris 

78) The ACP shall be revised to state all debris that meets the criteria set forth in the Hazardous Waste 
Debris Rule shall be managed and disposed of in accordance with the Hazardous Waste Debris 
Rule, see Attachment B. Any wastes that do not meet the criteria of this rule, shall be managed 
properly, this shall include determining if the waste meets the listed or characteristic criteria in 
accordance with OAC 3745-51. 

8. 0 Air Emissions 

79) For any demolition activities, GM shall file a Notice-of-Demolition form at least 30 days before 
demolition activities begin. This form can be obtained at the Canton City Health Department, 420 
Market Ave., North Canton, Ohio 44702. The ACP shall be revised to state specifically whether 
any of the closure activities included in the ACP require an Air Permit. If any activities do require 
an air permit, as determined by the appropriate local air authority, the ACP shall be revised to state 
all permits will be obtained prior to the activity. 

9.0 Health and Safety Plan 

80) The HASP found in the Approved Closure Plan may be inadequate due to new requirements 
outdating the plan. The ACP shall be revised to include an up-to-date HASP and shall specifically 

state the HASP shall meet all of the applicable OSHA requirements. 

10.0 Closure Schedule 

81) On page 10-1, GM states that "if bench-scale study results are not favorable, a pilot test will be 
conducted tu evaluate the possibilities of an alternate remedial system." It is unclear why alternate 
remedial systems will not be tested first on a .bench-scale study basis rather than on a pilot test basis. 
This shall be clarified. 

82) The ACP shall be revised to state a "qualified, independent, registered, professional engineer or 
his/her representative will be present during all testing, sampling, system installation, excavation, 
decontamination, and all other significant activities." 

83) The closure schedule shall be revised to include a time line of closure activities. This time line can 
be in a "flow chart" form using an "if/then" format to account for all likely scenarios. 
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11.0 Final Closure 

84) The ACP shall be revised to state that at a minimum, the Closure Certification will include the 
following information: 

a) The certification statement (please note the certification statement must be exactly worded as 
in OAC 3745-50-42 (D), the version in the current ACP needs a comma after "is" in the rtinth 
line, and an "s" after "violation" in the last word of the paragraph); 

b) The approved closure plan or reference to the approved plan; 

c) The volume of waste removed or closed in place; 

d) All correspondence regarding closure activity after Ohio EPA approval; 

e) Details of sampling and analysis methods; 

f) Actual laboratory records; 

g) A narrative describing all activities during closure; 

h) Post-closure clean-up documentation; and 

i) Signature of owner/operator and of a qualified, independent, registered, professional engineer. 

12.0 Post Closure Status 

85) The Ohio EPA does not "certify" that a closure has been completed. The ACP shall be revised to 
state GM will submit a closure certification upon completion of closure activities. Once this 
certification is accepted by Ohio EPA, the facility can be considered "non generator" status. 

Figures 

86) Figure 12 is a laboratory sample tag. It appears that there is a typographical error on this figure. 
The preservative listed as HN02 shall be HNO,. This shall be corrected. It is also unclear why HCl 
is not included on the preservative list. This shall be clarified or HCl shall be added to the 
preservative list on Figure 12. 

Tables 

87) The detection limits achieved for all values reported as ND on Tables 1 through 7 shall be specified. 

88) Table 6 is titled "Mortitoring Wells Ground Water Analytical Results December 1994 Investigation." 
Included on this table are inorgartic results for samples that the laboratory data sheets indicate were 

Attachment A 
Page 13 



collected and analyzed in January 1995. The title shall be revised to accurately report when the data 
were obtained. In addition, the footnote indicates that all ground-water results are reported in ug/L. 
The inorganic data are actually in mg!L. The ACP shall be revised accordingly. 

89) Table 6 indicates the inorganic sample number as GMCG-1294-GP-21-8-10, the lab sheets indicate 
the inorganic sample number as GMCG-1294-GP-26-8-10. The ACP shall be revised to include an 
explanation for tlris discrepancy. 

90) Column headings are missing for Table 8. These shall be added for clarity. The ACP shall be 
revised accordingly. 

91) Naptha is listed on Table 9 as a compound used at the facility. Soil and ground water have not been 
analyzed for tlris constituent. It is also unclear whether the constituents of the other chemical 
compounds (e.g. paint wastes, ink wastes, ICC-782 solvent base) have been analyzed for. The ACP 
shall be revised accordingly. 

Appendix A 

92) The graphics on the well log for MW -13 indicates that the boring was terminated at approximately 
15 feet. The text on the log indicates that the termination depth was 17.5 feet. This shall be 
corrected so that the text and graphics are in agreement. 

93) Well logs indicate that 10 foot screens were used in all monitoring wells except MW-15. A 15 foot 
screen was used in MW -15. An explanation shall be added to the text for the use of a 15 foot screen 
inMW-15. 

General Comments 

94) The language and organization of the ACP does not clearly explain the difference in procedures 
between LW-1, LW-2 and LW-3, LW-4. Therefore, the ACP shall be revised to clearly explain 
exactly what will take place at each location. This reorganization would be best accomplished by 
dividing each area into two different sections, each section covering all the main procedures and 
issues. 

95) There appears to be a problem with the analytical reports presented in Appendix 3 and Appendix 5. 
On page 2, it states that 1,1-DCE stands for 1,1-dichloroethylene and 1,1,1-TCA stands for 1,1,1-
trichloroethylene. This is also indicated on the footnotes for Table 1. On page 1 of Appendix 5, it 
is indicated that ground water samples were analyzed for 1,1-dichloroethylene and 1,1,1-
trichloroethane. All of the data tables included in the body of the ACP indicate that all ground water 
samples were analyzed for 1,1,-dichloroethane and 1,1,1-trichloroethane. These discrepancies 
between the laboratory data sheets, the laboratory reports, and the tables in the ACP shall be 
corrected. 

gradynew/Ml.ao 
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ATIACHMENT ''B'' '~ 
l/222 Fe<leral Register I Vol. 57. :-<o. 160 I Tuesday .. -\u~ust 18. 1992 ! Rules a"d Re-_<Uiations 

P7-ohibited hazardou, debris is defined 
t:enP.::-nlly as solid material {that is not a 
crncess waste) having a particle size oi 
GJ r.:m crlarger and that is intended for 
!and dispnsai and exhibits a prohibited 
c~aracte:istic of hazardou~ waste or 
:;,at is ccntaminated with a prohibited 
::sted haurdous waste. Hazardous 
~P.bris must be trf..ated by one of the 
!".;:.eclfieci treatment tecr...nolbgies for 
each .. contaminant subject to treatment"· 
defmed as: (1) The BDAT constituents 
fer the listed waste that are subject to 
land disposal restriction standards (a• 
found in § 258.41 and 258.43): and (2) the 
?.CRA hazardouo waste conatituent(s) 
fer which the hazardous 'debris fails the 
Extraction Proc:edure toxicity 
c~aractcristic. in addHion to any other 
r::Jaracteristic whkb causes the debris 10 
he hazardous (i.e... ignitability. 
:eactivity). As an alternative. the 
ge:1erator of the hazardous debris may 
c:-:oose to t:-eat the hazardous debris to 
t:.e existing wa~te-,pecific treatment 
s:andard.s for the waste contaminatin~ 
:::e debris. However. in choosing this· 
.:ll~e!7lative. the generator o; ·:~ater 
·would be required to sampio.> :nd 
ac.alyze the mated debris to ensure 
r.ompliance ¥-ith Ll,e treatment 
s:andarda prior to d.iapoul in a Subtide 
C !and di•posal unit. 

7o ensure effective treatmenL the 
:,eatment unit would be require<i to 
:::eet performance !tandarci.s or design 
ood operating conditions specified in the 
:-.Je. In addition. the treatment unit 
would generally be subject to the Part 
::..; and 21;5 standards for treatment 
iacilities to eru:ure protection of human 
::eaith and. the environmenL 

7"ne rule ad~es not only the issue 
cf when hazardous debris is suffidently 
t:-eated. bc.t the further que.rtion of whe!"l 
it is a haza:·dotl3 waste. Under the rule. 
t:-eated hazardous debru would be 
exc.'uded froc the defmition oi 
hazardous waste provided that: (1) The 
debris is treated to the.perior:nance or 
design and operating standards by an 
e:x!.-action or destn:C"jon technology 
rat.oer than an im=bilization 
tec.'lno,logy •; and (2l the treated debris 
doe~ not exhibit a C:araderiltic of 
hazardous waste. U an immobilization 
tec.':nology is used. the treated debris 
would not be automatically deemed a 
nor .. hazardow wa,te..In addition. the 
A~ could dete=ine on a case-by­
case b81is Wlder today'• rule that debris 
r.o long-er ... contains" hazardous waste 

'!~ thi! ~ D land~ rut::icUona :"1::111.. 
~~ ~ •ill ~ ud r-eq ... OXIU:I:Ient 00 the 
''"~~:e ct•be1.bu immobill:ad ~ ahould be 
r.x.ci~ hom SubU!l« C l'L!"gU!at1oa-{Se. dl&cw1 1QQ 
in S-t:c.!oa V .D.l.J 

unci is _excluded from Subtitle 6 
re-szulation . 

. Residuals generated by the treatment 
of hazardous debris are .subject to the 
i'.t.::nerical treatment standards for the 
·.vaste contaminating the ciebris. 
3. Definitions of Debris and Hazardous 
Debris 

1. Definition of Debris 

EPA is today defining debris as solid 
material exceeding 60 mm (Z.E inch) 
particle size that is: (1) A :nanufactured 
objec:: or (Z) plant or ar.:<:oal matter; or 
(3) ~atural geologic mate:ial (e.g .• 
cobble• and boulders). except that any 
rna tetia1 for which a specific treatment 
standard is provided in Subpart D. part ::sa is not debris. 10 A mixture of debris 
and other material such as soil or sludge 
is also subject to regulation as debris if 
the :nixture is comprised primarily of 
cebris by volume. based on visual 
ir:.scectiao. Process residuals such as 
smelter slag and residues fr"om the 
treatment of waste (e.g .. incinerator 
asbl. wastewater. sludges. or air 
er:1issions residues (e.g., collected 
particulate matter) are not debris. \Ve 
discoss below that debris must be 
iotended for discard (i.e. rather than 
continued use), that debris must be a 
solid material. the rationale for selecting 
a 50 mm particle size criterion for debris 
[i.e. as opposed to the 9.5 mm particle 
size proposed) and for applying the size 
C'iterion to all debris (i.e. not just to 
geoiogic materials as proposed). the 
:'2tionale for regulating as debris 
mixtures of primarily debris and other 
z::aterials. the rationale for not 
regulating process residuals as debris. 
and the rationale for regulating 
::en empty containen as hazardous 
'rYaste subject to existing LDRs rather 
Ll...an as debris. 

a. Deb;:"s Must Be DisccrCed or 
/.r;tended for Discard. Debris must of 
c~urs.e be either a solid waste or media 
(e.g .. boulden) that is discarded or 
i:::end.ed for diocard to be subject to the 
!r-eat!:le.:lt standard~ in toc;lay's rule. 
"'ose-ccmmentera on the proposed rule 
expressing coocern that the proposed 
r .. de in some way \.;tiated (or was 
L~:ended to vitiate) this basic principle 
we;e mistak.en. ""I1lU means that such 
materials tb·at might at wme later time 
be-come debris. Buch as equipment or 
buiidi~ s!ruc:tures. but that are still in 
u.;e are Mt subject to the treatment 
standards. Such ln-<tae mateiial is not a 
soiid W8.3te because it has not been 
discarded or intended for discard_ as 

these te!T.'ls a..-e !.!sed in § 261.3~ ( 
iike!y abandoned. 2s defined ir 
[ol(Z)[i) and (b)) 

~.{edia debris {e.:z .. boulders) is ni 
::o~ subject ·to reoz"JTat:an as .solid W; 

. :.Jr:!ess dlscarded- cr i.-:.!ended fOr di~ 
and so is not autocaticaliy subject 
the treatment stanCercis. 

Once ciebris beco::-.es a soiid \'l.·as 
v~r~ue of being discarded (inc!udin8: 
:T.edia debris: t.b.at becomes subject t 
regulation as solid wa.ste by '\irtue c: 
beinE! discarded]. it is not necessarii 
subject to the t:e2t=:.e:;:~ -;~andards. I 
example. contami:.ateo debris that i 
not actively rnanaged after the effec 
date of the prohibiticcs [i.e .. the 
effective date of the LDRs lor the 
hazardous waste C.:":".t.:r:linating the 
debris) would not b<! subject to the 
standards. See 53 8 31148 (Aug.17. 
1980). On the other !:ar:d. debris whi, 
is contaminated 'r'rith hazardous was 
disposed before L"le hazardous waste 
listing effective date and which is 
actively inanaged is subject to the 
prohibitions and so wo~d have to be 
treated to satisfy Ll:e treatment 
standards promulgated Ieday before 
debriJ could be lar:d Ci.spcsed [assurr. 
di.sposal will not C'"C.:".!! i.., a no-rni,.( .. 
unit). Chemicn/ Was:e Managem 
EPA. 869 F. 2d 1525 [D.C. Cir. 1989). 

b. Debris Must & a Solid Maleriol. 
The r..Ue defines debri.s as a "solid . 
material" This meaz..! solid in a liter1:1 
sense as defined in a c.:Jm.m.on 
dictionary. A $0Ud o.ater:ial is a mate: 
that retains its vo!U!;"'.e at room 
tempe!"'i!tilre without tb.e need for 
support by a c-ontaL-:.e:. Examples of 
solid materials th.at a..-e Cebris if 
inter:ded. for disc::srd. ~d ii their partie 
size is 60 mm (2..5 inc.~~] cr greater 
include: (1) Glau; (Z) c::n=te 
(excluciing cement::iti0'.!-5 or pozzolanic 
stabiliud hazardoc. wastes); [3) 
rnawnry and reirac:cry brids; (4) 
nonintact cont.ine:-s 11 e.g_ crushe-d 
drums): (5) tanh: (S) ;:ip<s_ valves. 
appliances. oc indu..tria1 equipment: (7. 
scrap metal (as defir.e<i;;, 4D CF:<. 
261.1(c)(6J); (8) animal car-._.;sses: [9) tro 
stumps and other plant catter; (10) roc 
(e.g, cobbles and boolCen): and [11; 
paper. plastic. and rub b-e;. Not only is 
defmi:1g debris a.s solid r::.;u~rial in 
accord with the c::Jmmor~·~':·!':se view oi 
what debris is, buL mere t=:.portantly. i· 
is 2eared to the treaL'Ile!lt .!ltandards 
adOpted today that e-r:.'ure eiiective 
decontamination of soiid material!· 
removal or destn.:.ction of b.aza:-do' 
waste. Clearly, if a liquid could b<! 

11 See ditc3Uioc in &ection V.3.l.! o( the le.11 
~ut!.tct ~t:!oa of L:uc:: md %Xlnint.tct . 
conlainen.. 



STREET ADDRESS: 

lOO WaterMark Drive 
... olumbus, OH 43215-1099 

State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

TELE: (614) 644-3020 FAX: (614) 644-2329 

MAILING ADDRESS: 

P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, OH 43216-1,049 

May 23, 1995 Re: Receipt of Amended Closure 
Plan 

Grady-McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc. 
Attn: Mr. Dennis Grady 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

U.S. EPA ID No. 
OHD004468609 

With this letter the Ohio EPA acknowledges receipt of the amended hazardous waste 
full closure plan for the four hazardous waste dry wells at the former Grady-McCauley 
Creative Graphics Inc., 7390 Middlebranch Road N.E, Middlebranch, Ohio. The 
amended plan was received by the Ohio EPA central office on April 4,1995. A public 
notice concerning receipt of the plan and its availability for public review will appear the 
week of May 29, 1995 in The Canton Repository. The Director of the Ohio EPA will act 
upon the closure plan after the close of the public comment period on July 3, 1995. 

A copy of the amended closure plan will be made available for public review at the 
Stark County District Library, Hartville Branch, 411 E Mapl~ Street, Hartville, Ohio 
44632, and at the Ohio EPA, Northeast District Office, 2110 Aurora Road, Twinsburg, 
Ohio 44087. · 

Please contact Karen Nesbit of the Northeast District Office if you have any questions 
on this matter. 

Vanessa Gregory, Management Anal t 
Data Management Section 
Division of Hazardous Waste Management 

cc: Harriet Croke, U.S. EPA, Region 5 
Ed Kitchen, DHWM 
Karen Nesbit, NEDO 

EPA 1613 (rev. 1/95) 

@ Printed on Recycled Paper 

George V. Voinovich, Governor 
Donald R. Schregardus, Director 





PUBLIC NOTICE 
STARK COUNTY 

NOTICE OF RECEIPT OF AMENDED HAZARDOUS WASTE CLOSURE PLAN 

Notice is hereby given of the receipt on April 4, 1995 of an amended hazardous waste 
closure plan from Grady McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc., 7390 Middlebranch Road, 
N.E., Middlebranch, Ohio 44652, U.S. EPA I. D. No. OHD004468609. The plan 
concerns the four hazardous waste dry wells located at the address indicated above. A 
copy of the amended closure plan will be available for public review at the Stark County 
District Library, Hartville Branch, 411 E. Maple Street, Hartville, Ohio 44632, and at 
Ohio EPA, Northeast District Office, 2110 Aurora Road, Twinsburg, Ohio 44087, tel: 
(216) 293-1200. Comments concerning this plan may be submitted within 30 days of 
the date of this notice to the Ohio EPA, Division of Hazardous Waste Management, 
Attn: Data Management Section, 1800 Watermark Dr., Columbus, Ohio 43215-1 099, 
tel: (614) 644-2977. 





aiiER\ 
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

P'"' Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
1bus, Ohio 43266-0149 
644-3020 

,.."'.( (614) 644-2329 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

March 2, 1995 

. Mr. Dennis Grady 

RE: 

Grady McCauley Creative Graphics 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
Canton, Ohio 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

CLOSURE PLAN EXTENSION 
GRADY McCAULEY, INC . 
MIDDLEBRANCH 
OHD 004 468 609 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

Donald R. Sdlregardus 
Director 

t~.J 

t_:_· 

N 
I 

- -· ·-
:__, 

. __ ) 

On January 26, 1995, Squires, Sanders & Dempsey on behalf of Grady McCauley, Inc., located at 7390 Middlebranch Road, Middlebranch, Ohio, submitted a request for an extension to the closure period specified in the approved closure plan dated February 24, 1993 for 60 days, until March 31, 1995. The extension request was submitted pursuant to OAC Rule 3745-66-13(B) as closure will require longer than the 180 day period specified in OAC Rule 3745-66-13 . Grady McCauley, Inc. has requested this extension because the December 1994 site assessment activities indicate horizontal and vertical extent of soil and ground water contamination is greater . than formerly assessed. An extension of time is needed to determine the best and most appropriate remediation methodology for the site. 
My staff reviewed your request and recommends that the extension be granted per Rule 3745-66-13(B) of the OAC. I concur and am therefore granting this extension request. ·This extension is being granted for the .above referenced closure plan and expires on March 31, 1995. 

Grady McCauley shall continue to take.all steps to prevent a threat to human health and the environment from the unclosed but inactive waste management unit per OAC Rule 3745-~6-13(B)(2). 

Please be advised -that approval of this closure extension request does not release Grady McCauley, Inc. from any responsibilities as required under the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 regarding corrective action for all releases of hazardous waste or constituents from any solid waste management unit, regardless of the time at which waste was placed in the unit. 

@Primed on tecycledpape< 

I cettJtv this to be a true 3nd aeeurate copy of the 
official document as filed in the records of the OlUo 
G;wironmental Protection.Agency. 

B_y: ~ ~ Date 3 ··A- CJ ~ 



Mr. Dennis Grady 
Grady McCauley Creative Graphics 
Page Two 

When closure is completed, the Ohio Administrative Code Rule 
3745-66-15 requires the owner or operator of a facility to submit 
to the Director of the Ohio EPA certification by the owner or 
operator and an independent professional engineer that the facility 
has been closed in accordance with the specifications in the 
approved closure plan. These certifications shall follow the 
format specified in OAC 3745-50-42(D), and should be submitted to: 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, Division of Hazardous Waste 
Management, Attn: Tom Crepeau, Data Management Section, P.O. Box 
1049, Columbus, OH 43266-1049. 

You are hereby notified that this action of the Director is final 
and may be appealed to the Environmental Board of Review pursuant 
to Section 3745 . 04 of the Ohio Revised Code. The appeal must be in 
writing and set forth the action complained of and the ground upon 
which the appeal is based. This appeal must be filed with the 
Environmental Board of Review within thirty ( 30) days from the 
receipt of this letter. A copy of the appeal must be served to the 
Director of the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency within three 
( 3) days of fi l ing with the Board.. An appeal must be filed at the 
following address: 

Do 
Director 

DRS/KLN/cl 

Environmental Board of Review 
236 East Town Street . 

Room 300 
Columbus, OH 43215 

cc: Tom Crepeau, DHWM Central File, Ohio EPA 
Harriet Croke, Ohio Permit Section, u.s . EPA - Region V 
Montee Suleirnan, Ohio EPA, DHWM, CO 
Karen L. Nesbit, Ohio EPA, DHWM, NEDO 
Harry Courtright, Ohio EPA, DHWM, NEDO 

f ~~lfy this to be a true and aecurate copy of the \,.
1
· ,ti,T.{ - Z s; 

offtetal document as flied in the records of the Ohio 
&wironmental Protection Agency. ..,: coD\\:.( ;~I op·s J~. >Y,'.. 

By: ~ ~ Date ~ -1-- c1~ 



State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

~ ""~ Box 1049, 1 BOO WaterMark Dr. 
nbus, Ohio 43266-0149 
)644-3020 

f'AX (614) 644-2329 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

September 19, 1994 

Mr. Dennis Grady 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

Donald R. Schregardus 
Director 

RE: CLOSURE PLAN EXTENSION 
GRADY-MCCAULEY 
MIDDLE BRANCH FACILITY 
OHD 004 468 609 

Grady-McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc. 
7584 Whipple Ave. 
North Canton, OH 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

On August 3, 1994, Grady-McCauley, located at 7394 Middle Branch 
Road, Middle Branch, Ohio, submitted a request for an extension to 
the closure period specified in the approved closure plan dated 
November 25, 1988 for 180 days, until January 29, 1995. The 
extension request was submitted pursuant to OAC Rule 3745-66-13(B) 
as closure will require longer than the 180 day period specified in 
OAC Rule 3745-66-13. Grady-McCauley has requested this extension 
because the full extent of contamination has not yet been defined. 

My staff reviewed your request and recommends that the extension be 
granted per Rule 3745-66-13(B) of the OAC. I concur and am 
therefore granting this extension request. This extension is being 
granted for the above referenced closure plan and expires on 
January 29, 1995. 

Grady-McCauley shall continue to take all steps to prevent a threat 
to human health and the environment from the unclosed but inactive 
waste management unit per OAC Rule 3745-66-13(B)(2). 

Please be advised that approval of this closure extension request 
does not release Grady-McCauley from any responsibilities as 
required under the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 
regarding corrective action for all releases of hazardous waste or 
constituents from any solid waste management unit, regardless of 
the time at which waste was placed in the unit. 

1 certify this to be a true and accurate copy of the 
official document as filed in the mcords of the Ohoo 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

By: )~ ~ DateSEP 1 9 1994 

® Prillled 611 recycled paper 

c.:i: r '") /'-



Grady-McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc. 
Mr. Dennis Grady 

Page Two 

When closure is completed, the Ohio Administrative Code Rule 
3745-66-15 requires the .owner or operator of a facility to submit 
to t h e Director of the Ohio EPA certification by the owner or 
operator and an independent professional engineer that the facility 
has been closed in accordance with the specifications in the 
approved closure plan. These certifications shall follow the 
format specified in OAC 3745-50- 42(D), and should be submitted to: 
Ohio Envi ronmental Protection Agency, Division of Hazardous Waste 
Management, Attn: Tom Crepeau, Data Management Section, P . 0 .· Box 
163669, Columbus, OH 43216-3669. 

You are hereby notified that this action of the Director is final 
and may be appealed to the Environmental Board of Review pur suant 
to Section 3745.04 of the Ohio Revised Code. The appeal must be in 
writing and set forth the action complained of and the ground upon 
which the .appeal is based . This appeal must be f iled with the 
Environmental Board of Review within thirty ( 30) days from the 
receipt of this letter . A copy of the appeal must be served to the 
Director of the Ohio Environment al Protection Agency within three 
(3) days of filing wi th the Board. An appeal must be filed at the 
following address: 

Environmental Board of Review 
236 East Town Street 

Room 300 
Columbus, OH 43215 

sincerely, ,._ /1 ~ 
/ . / ·;%/j ,j~ ;;/;: !/ 

I / · / 0 k F- · ·" - · . _,rY-~/ .· 
~ona-di~~;{~~a~d~!~-·~j:(;ffJ/·{/(!:c-;7 
Director 

1
(//~ 

DRS/KN/cl / 

cc: Tom Crepeau, DHWM Central File , Ohio EPA 
Section Chief, Ohio Permit Section, u.s . 
Montee Suleman, Ohio EPA, DHWM, CO 
Karen L. Nesbit, Ohio · EPA, DHWM, NEDO 
Harry Courtright, Ohio EPA, DHWM, NEDO 

I e_e~ify this to be a true and accurate copy of the 
ofnc za! document as filoo iri the records of the Ohio 
Environmen~al Protection Agsncy. 

OateSEP 1 9 1994 --

EPA - Region V 



State of Ohio Environmental Protect ion Agency 

Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
J1umbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

(614) 644-3020 
FAX (614) 644-2329 

rn~~m~nlf[ID 
0 CT 0 G 1993 

OFFICE OF RCR.~ 
WASTE MANAGEMENT 0 1\ • , J 

EPA, REGION r 

CLOSURE PLAN APPROVAL 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

Donald R. Schregardus 
Director 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

October 4, 1993 

RECEIVFD 
WMD hCRf, !JCT l 2 t1S9 

RECORD CENTER {-3f f1 
RE: CLOSURE PLAN 

GRADY- MCCAULEY 

Mr . Dennis Grady, CEO 
Grady McCauley Creative Graphics 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, OH 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

STARK COUNTY 
OHD 004-468-609 

On February 26, 1993, Grady McCauley submitted to Ohio EPA a 
closure plan for the contaminated leaching well tanks located at 
7390 Middlebranch Road, Middlebranch, Ohio . The closure plan was 
submitted pursuant to Rule 3745-66-12 of the Ohio Administrative 
Code (OAC) in order to demonstrate that Grady McCauley ' s proposal 
for closure complies with the requirements of OAC Rules 3745-66-
11 and 3745 - 66 - 12. 

The public was given the opportunity to submit written comments 
regarding the closure plan of Grady McCauley in accordance with 
OAC Rule 3745-66 - 12 . No comments were received by Ohio EPA in this 
matter. 

Based upon review of Grady McCauley ' s submittal and subsequent 
revisions, I conclude that the closure plan for the hazardous waste 
facility at 7390 Middlebranch Road , Middlebranch, Ohio, as modified 
herein, meets the performance standard contained in OAC Rule 3745 -
66-11 and complies with the pertinent parts of OAC Rule 3745 - 66 -
12 . 

The closure plan submitted to Ohio EPA on February 26, 1993 is 
hereby approved with the following modifications : 

@ Prinled on recycled paper 

I cerUy tf1is to be a true and accurate copy of the 
clficial document as filed in the records of the Ohio 
c . I '-nvtronmenta Protection .A.gency. 

8y:_i_·~--'-· ---.---~~=~:::.:=:::l4\- Date l o I Y } <13 



Grady-McCauley Creative Graphics 
Page Two 

_1 ___ ,-~~:'·-~::;y t!li _t. b:-~ a trl!e and accurate copy of the 
l·ll•·: Ia I d-~-Cun:·:.:r,t as fiJed in the records O'f the Ohio 
En,;rronrnental Protection Agency. 

Date I"') 1.f {q ~ 

1) Grady-McCauley (G-M) shall provide a reasonable windbreak for 
the decontamination pad. During periods of significant winds, 
the decontamination spray and residue could be carried beyond 
the limits of the decontamination pad. The windbreak unit 
must be placed on the upward wind side of the decontamination 
pad. A detailed description for the windbreak unit must be 
submitted to this office within 15 days of issuance of this 
closure approval notification. Please be advised that this 
submission does not effect the approved closure schedule in 
any way. G-M must complete closure activities as per the 
approved closure schedule. 

2) G-M shall notify the Ohio EPA at least five days prior to 
removal of the initial wastes. The specific transporting 
company and disposal company of each waste stream shall be 
specified. 

3) G-M shall specify how the site security requirement (OAC 3745-
65-14) shall be met. A complete explanation of site security 
demonstrating compliance with OAC 3745-65-14 shall be 
submitted to the Ohio EPA within 15 days of issuance of the 
closure approval letter. This submittal shall not delay or 
change the approved closure schedule. 

4) G-M's closure plan is hereby amended to state that all ground 
water monitoring wells will be constructed with above ground 
casings, except wells located in a traffic area (i.e., 
driveways, parking lots, etc.). The above ground casing will 
minimize contamination of the ground water through surface 
water migration into the well casing. 

5) G-M's closure plan, sampling section, is hereby amended to 
state that waterproof pens will be used to label all sample 
jars. This will keep the sample jar labels legible. 

6) 

.7) 

('··, 

:_'"j 

G-M has indicated that trip blanks will be used as a quality 
control during sample activities. G-M shall require that all 
trip blanks consist of analyte-free water. 

G-M' s closure plan is hereby amended to state that the 
facility will pressure rinse all drain areas under the cement 
floor which will not be removed during closure. If the 

, r:i:nseates test clean, per the rinseate standards, then the 
-·t drains shall be adequately sealed from both ends. If the 

rTnseates are tested and found to be above the rinseate clean 
sf'andards, then additional decontamination procedures shall 
occur until the clean standards are met. If the rinseate 
clean standards cannot be attained, then the closure plan must 
be modified to ensure that the drain is closed as a clean 
unit. 



Grady-McCauley Creative Graphics 
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I cc·,rUy this to be a true and accurate copy of the 
c·ifi,:~ial document as med in the records of the Ohio 
E ,·/ironmental Protection Agency. 

Date _ ___:_:/ c::...),_'-1_!·-f]..:.'t.c::::5 

8) 

9 ) 

10) 

11) 

G-M indicated in Section 4.6-Decontamination Procedures, that 
a sump would be constructed for collection of rinseates. G­
M shall provide construction details of the decontamination 
sump to the Ohio EPA within 15 days of receipt of the closure 
approval letter. This submittal shall not delay or change the 
approved closure schedule. The sump's construction must be 
designed so that no contamination is released to the 
environment (i.e. , the sump must be lined, etc. ) . Any 
releases from the sump will be considered a spill to the 
environment and will require a full RCRA clean-up. 

G-M' s closure plan is hereby amended to state that if the 
construction material from LWl, LW2, LW3, LW4 and associated 
piping does not meet the clean standards, additional 
decontamination procedures will occur until the clean 
standards are met. If the clean standards cannot be met, then 
material must be disposed of as a solid or hazardous waste as 
per the analyticals. 

Table 2 in the closure plan is hereby modified to state that 
1,1-dichloroethane is an F002 waste. Also, the U-codes cited 
in table 2 are not appropriate descriptions of the wastes 
generated by G-M and are hereby deleted from the table. 

G-M shall submit a statement which indicates the future use 
of the closure area within 15 days of issuance of the closure 
approval letter. This submittal shall not delay or change the 
approved closure schedule. 

12) G-M shall submit an amended closure plan for review and 
approval if an unexpected event prohibits completion of the 
closure as originally approved. 

13) 

f4) 

G-M's closure certification shall include at a minimum: 
a) Copies of all hazardous waste manifest forms, including 

the land disposal restriction (LDR) notification forms. 
b) The volume of wastes removed. 
c) Specific details of sampling and analysis methods. 
d} Pertinent laboratory records. 
e_)~ The closure certification statement shall be signed after 

completion of closure by the owner/operator and an 
independent, qualified, registered professional engineer. 

f)'· The closure certification shall include a detailed 
'- - breakdown of all closure costs. 
<;__ .• ) 

G-M' s closure plan is hereby amended to state that all 
sampling equipment shall be accumulated in drums, not in 
plastic bags, due to the possibility of container failure. 
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15) G-M shall explain why lead was detected in four wells at the 
site on September 15, 1989, but was not detected in two 
resampled wells on October 3, 1989 (i.e., Were sampling 
procedures changed in any way? Was the detection limit or 
method of analysis varied?). 

16) On page 4-1, G-M proposes to monitor ground water for one year 
to confirm clean closure. The Ohio EPA policy requires a 
minimum of two years of ground water monitoring prior to 
certification of a site as clean closed. This is particularly 
important at this site because the last ground water samples 
were analyzed in 1989. These samples were analyzed only for 
lead. It appears that ground water samples from the site have 
not been analyzed for organic constituents since 1987. Thus 
the closure plan shall be modified to include two years of 
quarterly monitoring. Because contaminants have already been 
detected in ground water at the site, the company should 
monitor for site specific parameters. 

17) 

Based on the results of previous ground water sampling events, 
these parameters should include, but not necessarily be 
limited to, cyclohexanone; 3,3,5-trimethylcyclohexane; 1,1-
dichloroethane; ethylbenzene; isophorone; methyl ethyl ketone; 
toluene; 1,1,1-trichloroethane; xylene; cadmium; chromium; 
lead; and zinc. A table summarizing ground water parameters, 
methods of analysis and method detection limits should be 
prepared and submitted to the Ohio EPA within 15 days of 
issuance of the closure approval letter. This shall not delay 
the closure schedule. 

G-M states on page 4-8 that ground 
quarterly for a minimum of one year. 
this shall be changed to two years. 

water will be monitored 
As per comment 16 above, 

G-M also states on this page that data for ground water 
monitoring parameters specified in OAC 3745-65-92 B will be 
submitted on a quarterly basis within 15 days of receiving the 
results from the laboratory. All data, including the 
concentrations of site specific parameters, shall be submitted 
on a quarterly basis. This will facilitate the early 
detection of potential problems which might preclude clean 
closure of the site. Static water levels, water level 
elevations and ground water contour maps with ground water 
flow direction (clearly indicated) shall be evaluated and 
submitted on a quarterly basis. 

'. Certify this to be a t 
f .. . rue and accu t 

C. TiCia/ document as fl d . ra e copy of the 
Environmental Protect!·' e Am the rewrds of the Ohio 

on gency. 

By: k\'.;;~ 
' Date l ol '+ \ '13 
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18) If flush mounted wells are installed at the site in areas of 
traffic flow, they should be protected from damage by 
surrounding them with bumper guards. In addition, the closure 
plan shall specify that the top of the PVC casing will be 
secured with an expandable locking cap. Figure 8 shall be 
modified to show these caps. This figure also shall be 
modified to show the stick-up of the PVC casing into the flush 
mounted vault. The borehole diameter shall also be documented 
on this figure. The flush mounted design shall be modified 
to show a mounded concrete apron around the well head to aid 
in the drainage of surface water away from the well. This 
modification shall be depicted on Figure 8. 

19) The company describes well development procedures on page 4-
9. These procedures shall be modified to document that a 
minimum of five well volumes will be removed during well 
development. 

20) The company shall indicate on page 4-9 that the well locations 
(to the nearest foot) and elevations (to the nearest 0.01 
foot) will be determined by a licensed surveyor. The closure 
plan also shall specify that a permanent reference point will 
be marked on the well inner casing to document the point to 
which water levels and depth to the bottom of the well will 
be measured. 

21) The company indicates on page 4-9 that the total depths of the 
wells will be measured to the nearest 0.1 ft. This shall be 
changed to the nearest 0.01 ft. 

22) The company states on page 4-9 
reported in relation to mean 
elevations). The depth to water 
also be reported. 

that water levels will be 
sea level (water level 
(static water level) must 

23) The well purging procedures on page 4-9 shall be modified to 
indicate that pumping or bailing will continue until the pH, 
specific conductivity and temperature values obtained from 
samples collected after three consecutive well volumes vary 
by less than 10% or until five well volumes have been removed 
or the well is purged dry. 

I certify thi~ ~ b 
o..f~· . ,. tO e a tr 

tltclal ducurnent ,~ . ue ar.d accurate 
Environmental p a" flied in the reco d copy of the 

rotect10n Agen r s of the Ohio 
By:_ AgG ~~ cy. 

---,"---1f--- Date Jc/ '{ /q~ 

.,.-:.,• l 
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24) 

25) 

26) 

27) 

Additional information shall be submitted concerning the 
rotary screw pump proposed for·well development and purging. 
Please submit within 15 days of issuance of the closure 
approval letter. 

On page 4-10, the last sentence of the first full paragraph 
on the page shall be modified to read, "These samples will be 
preserved with nitric acid to a pH less than two immediately 
after filtering." 

The first sentence in ~ection 4.5.3 on page 4-11 shall be 
modified to read, "The ground water samples will be collected 
on a quarterly basis during the two years of ground water 
monitoring." The last sentence in this section shall be 
changed to indicate that ground water samples will be analyzed 
for site-specific parameters on a quarterly basis for the two 
years of monitoring. 

The reference to a "one year monitoring period" in the first 
sentence on page 4-12 shall be modified to a "two year 
period". 

28) On page 5-2, the company states that 5 days prior notification 
will be given to the Ohio EPA before the initiation of any 
"critical phases" of the closure plan. The installation of 
monitoring wells shall be added to the i.e. statement as one 
of the activities that prior notification will be given for. 

29) Provisions for the locating and properly abandoning all 
monitoring wells at the site prior to the final closure 
certification shall be included in the closure plan. 

30) Decontamination procedures for bailers and pumps used in 
monitoring well development, purging and sampling shall be 
added to the closure plan. 

Please be advised that approval of this closure plan does not 
release Grady-McCauley from any responsibilities as required under 
Hazardous and Solid waste Amendments of 1984 regarding corrective 
action for all releases of hazardous waste or constituents from any 
solid waste management unit, regardless of the time at which waste 
was placed in the unit. 

I certify this t 
official d 0 be a true and , 
Env( ocument as filed in accurate copy of the 

,ronmenta/ Protection A the records of the Ohio 
gency. 

Gy: ~~ V)\.u , 

~ ~ Date lt>J<i/ct3. 

.. ~ ' l ..• 



Grady-McCauley Creative Graphics 
Page Seven 

Notwithstanding compliance with the terms of the closure plan, the 
Director may, on the basis of any information that there is or has 
been a release of hazardous waste, hazardous constituents, or 
hazardous substances into the environment, issue an order pursuant 
to Section 3734.20 et seg of the Revised Code or Chapters 3734 or 
6111 of the Revised Code requiring corrective action or such other 
response as deemed necessary; or initiate appropriate action; or 
seek any appropriate legal or equitable remedies to abate pollution 
or contamination, or to protect public health or safety or the 
environment. 

Nothing here shall waive the right of the Director to take action 
beyond the terms of the closure plan pursuant to the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, 42 
U.S.C. Subchapter 9601 et seg, as amended by the Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986, Pub. L. 99-499 
( "CERCLA") or to take any other action pursuant to applicable 
Federal or State law, including but not limited to the right to 
issue a permit with terms and conditions requiring corrective 
action pursuant to Chapters 3734 or 6111 of the Revised Code; the 
right to seek injunctive relief, monetary penalties and punitive 
damages, to undertake any removal, remedial and/or response action 
relating to the facility, and to seek recovery for any costs 
incurred by the Director in undertaking such actions. 

You are notified that this action of the Director is final and may 
be appealed to the Environmental Board of Review pursuant to 
Section 3745.04 of the Ohio Revised Code. The appeal must be in 
writing and set forth the action complained of, and the grounds 
upon which the appeal is based. It must be filed with the 
Environmental Board of Review within thirty (30) days after notice 
of the Director's action. A copy of the appeal must be served on 
the Director of the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency within 
three (3) days of filing with the Board. An appeal may be filed 
with the Environmental Board of Review at the following address: 
Environmental Board of Review, 236 East Town Street, Room 300, 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0557. 

When closure is completed, the Ohio Administrative Code Rule 3745-
66-15 requires the owner or operator of a facility to submit to the 
Director of the Ohio EPA certification by the owner or operator and 
an independent, registered professional engineer that the facility 

I certify this to b 
o'fi,· I . e a true and -' ·:12 Clocument as fi' d . accurate copy of th 
t.nv;ronmental ProtRct:•e In the records of the O·h· e 

" 10n Agency. 10 

Bv: ~~ 
--;1 __ Date-~( c:,,;:_i.__ ~.!..l·\~"t..':>2_ 

: :;·' 
~' , __ . ' 

·',I":""" 



Grady-McCauley Creative Graphics 
Page Eight 

has been closed in accordance with the approved closure plan. The 
certification by the owner or operator shall include the statement 
found in OAC 3745-50-42(0). These certifications should be 
submitted to: Ohio Environmental Protection agency, Division of 
Hazardous Waste Management, Attn: Tom Crepeau, Data Management 
Section, P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 . 

DRS/MB/wk 

cc: Tom Crepeau, DHWM Central File, Ohio EPA 
Randy Meyer, Ohio EPA, DHWM, CO 
Section Chief, Ohio Permit Section, U.S. EPA - Region V 
Mark Bergman, Ohio EPA, DHWM, NEDO 
Harry Courtright, Ohio EPA, DHWM, NEDO 
Diane Kurlich, Ohio EPA, DDAGW, NEDO 

I certify this to be a true and accurate copy of t~~ 
officio! document as filed in the records of the Oh 

Environmental Protection Agency. 



State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

Northeast District Office 
· 11 0 E. Aurora Road 

·'lsburg, Ohio 44087-1969 
·) 425-9171 

00 ~ rrn u w ~ [ID George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

_,)( (216) 487..{)769 

March 27, 1992 

Mr. Dennis Grady 

APR 7 1992 

OFFICE OF RCRA 
Waste Mana!ketr.ent B~ 

U.S. EPA, 'ftEGIO~TMK 

LDU 

Grady McCauley Creative Graphics 
7584 Whipple Road 
North Canton, OH 44720 

Dear Sir: 

Donald A. Schregardus 
Director 

MCCAULEY 
COUNTY 

On March 16, 1992, a meeting was held at your office with repre­
sentatives from Grady McCauley; Woodward-Clyde; Squire, Sandars & 
Dempsey; and Ohio EPA. The purpose of this meeting was to 
discuss what steps will be necessary to be taken so that Grady 
McCauley can begin closure on the lead contaminated area at the 
Dice Decal facility in Middlebranch, Ohio. The CAFO signed by 
Grady McCauley and the U.S. EPA on December 2, 1986, requires 
Ohio EPA approval on the lead contaminat ed area before clean-up 
can begin . I contacted Paul Vande§ eer from the Closure Section 
of our Central Office, RCRA Unit. We agreed that the lead 
contaminated area qualifies as a so id waste management unit. 
Therefore, a forma l closure plan will not be required. The U.S. 
EPA has reviewed all of the submittals for the lead contaminated 
area and formally granted approval on September 10, 1991. I have 
reviewed the feasibility study on this ar~ and agree with the 
U.S . EPA that implementation should begin ~ 

The solvent contaminated dry well area is considered an 
.unpermitted RCRA land disposal unit. Therefore, this area will 
require a formal closure approval by the Director of the Ohio 
EPA. On November 21, 1988, Grady McCauley submitted a document 
to the Ohio EPA which was a work plan for closure of the dry 
wells . In January of 19 89, the Ohio EPA publ i c noticed this 
submittal as a closure plan. On February 7, 19 87, Kenneth Moore 
of Squires, Sanders and Dempsey sent a letter to Thomas Crepeau, 
Ohio EPA, Cantral Office. Mr. l·1oora stat~d that Grady :r-1cCauley ' s 
submittal was not to be reviewed by the Ohio EPA as a stand-alone 
Closure Plan. He further stated that Ohio EPA approval or 
disapproval is not necessary or appropriate since u.s . EPA has 
assumed the enforcement lead. On March 17, 1989, Jennifer Tiell , 
Ohio EPA, responded with a letter to Mr. Moore. She stated that 
Ohio EPA has an obligation under state law to manage hazardous 
waste facilities . She further stated that the Ohio EPA would 
work cooperatively with the U.S . EPA to approve a closure plan 
for Grady McCauley. Since then, the Ohio has not received a 
formal closure plan from Grady McCauley. However, all of the 
facility representatives in attendance at the March 16, 1992 
meeting agreed to submit a formal closure plan for the solvent 
contaminated dry well area . The closure plan will be in a format 
compatible with Ohio EPA closure guidance. 

@ Primed on recycled paper 



Page - 2 -
Mr . Dennis Grady 
March 27, 1992 

I trust that this letter will satisfy your needs . If you need 
further assistance you may contact me at (216) 963-1200 . 

Sincerely, 

~~;;§~~ 
Mark Bergman, R.S. 
Environmental Specialist 
Division of Hazardous Waste Management 

MB.wb 

cc : Paul Vandermeer, DHWM, CO 
Harry Courtright, DHWM, NEDO 
Matt Ohl, U.S. EPA, Region V 
Philip Schillawski, Squires , Sanders & Dempsey 



NOV 1 2 1991 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Mr. Kenneth C. Moore 
Squire, Sanders and Dempsey 
1800 Huntington Building 
Cleveland, Ohio 44115 

Dear Mr. Moore: 

5HR-12 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U .S. EPA) has reviewed your 
letter of October 18, 1991, regarding the Grady McCauley Middlebranch, Ohio 
facility . 

On June 30, 1989, U.S. EPA granted final authorization to the Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency (OEPA) to administer a hazardous waste program in lieu of the 
Federal program. Although, the December 2, 1986 Consent Agreement and Final 
Order (CAFO) states that OEPA and U.S. EPA will approve Grady McCauley's closure 
plan, since OEPA has been delegated the program, OEPA is the only party required 
to approve the closure plan . Therefore, Grady McCauley must only receive 
approval of the closure plan from OEPA to comply with the CAFO. 

U.S. EPA and OEPA have discussed your October 18, 1991 letter, and OEPA will be 
submitting a letter regarding both the Feasibility Study and closure plan in the 
near future. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. James Saric 
of my staff at (312) 886-0992. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph M. Boyle, Chief 
RCRA Enforcement Branch 

cc: Mark Bergman, OEPA-NEDO 
Dennis Grady, Grady McCauley 





Grady McCauley 7584 WHIPPLE AVENUE. NORTH CANTON. OHIO 44710. PHONE (216) 494-94+4. FAX (2 16) 494-999 1 

INCORPORAT EO ---

July 23, 1991 

Mr. Mark Bergman 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office · 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Dear Mark, 

Regarding your inspection of our Middlebranch facility on June 25, 
we have taken action to correct the concern you noted in your 
letter of June 27, 1991. 

On July 22, I met with Hal Jones, President of Hal Jones 
Construction Company, who is currently leasing our Middlebranch 
facility. After walking the site and generally identifying the 
area where the dry wells are located, Mr. Jones assured me that he 
will no longer park vehicles or other heavy equipment in this area. 

On November 21, 1988, we submitted to US EPA and Ohio EPA a work 
plan for closure of the dry wells at our Middlebranch facility. On 
February 7, 1989, in a letter from Ken Moore of Squire, Sanders & 
Dempsey to Ohio EPA DSHWM, we again requested that our work plan 
for closure of these decommissioned dry wells be approved without 
delay. I would like to request that these documents be reviewed 
with the hope that we can begin removal of the wells as soon as 
possible. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions or comments. 

Very truly yours, 

G~ULYI 

Dennis J. 
Chief Exe 

DJGjpc 

Officer 

cc: Mr. Hal Jones 
Hal Jones Construction Company 

Mr . James Thunder 
quire, Sanders & Dempsey 

r . Jim Saric 
s Environmental Protection Agency 

POINT OF PURCHASE ADVERTISING FLEET GRAPHICS ARCHITECTURAL GRAPHICS DECALS SIGNS 
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WORK PLAN FOR 

DRY WELL CLOSURE 

GRADY MCCAULEY INCORPORATED 

NORTH CANTON, OHIO 

Prepared For: 

Grady McCauley Incorporated 
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North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Prepared by: 

Woodward-Clyde Consultants 
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21 November 1988 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Waste Management Division 
RCRA Enforcement Section 
ATTN: Jim Saric 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Solid & Hazardous 

Waste Management 
Northeast District Office 
ATTN: Mark Bergman, R.S. 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 411087-1969 

WORK PLAN FOR 
DRY WELL CLOSURE 
GRADY MCCAULEY INCORPORATED 
NORTH CANTON, OHIO 
CASE NO. V-W-85 R-35 

Gentlemen: 

Woodward· Clyde Consultants 

On behalf of Grady McCauley Creative Graphics Inc, this letter transmits our 
Work Plan for Dry Well Closure at the former Grady McCauley Inc. facility in 
Middlebranch, Ohio. The Closure Plan has been prepared in accordance with the 
1986 Consent Agreement and Final Order issued to Grady McCauley by USEPA 
Region V. 

If you have any questions, or require clarification on the above, please do not 
hesitate to contact us. 

Sincerely, 

WOODWARD-CLYDE CONSULTANTS 

O~.eoO~Jn~</~ 
7 . 

James A. Morrison, P.E. 
Project Engineer 

JAM:yh 

cc: Mr. Dennis Grady - Grady McCauley 
Mr. John Rego - Squire, Sanders, & Dempsey 

/308+ 

Consuil;rlg Er1g1'·1eers, Geologrsls 
a··1d ErNronmental Sc,ent;sts 

Qbces 1r1 Oh::r Pr;r1c1pa! Cit1cs 
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Woodward-Clyde Consultants 

WORK PLAN FOR 

DRY WELL CLOSURE 

GRADY MCCAULEY INCORPORATED 

NORTH CANTON, OHIO 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Grady McCauley Incorporated (Grady McCauley) owned and operated a silk 

screen printing business at 7390 Middlebranch Road in Middlebranch, Ohio from 

September 1983 to June 1985. Thereafter, the business conducted at this site was 

relocated to North Canton, Ohio. 

The Middlebranch site consists of a small building originally used as a cheese 

house, poultry cleaning, and retail operation as shown on Figure 1. A decal 

manufacturing company also operated at the site prior to Grady McCauley 

ownership. Additions were constructed in 1969, 1972, 1979 and 1983. 

In the past, Grady McCauley generated waste solvents and inks from the 

cleaning of reusable silk screens that were employed in the business. Management 

of this waste included passing the material through floor drains to dry wells. The 

first system of dry wells (LW-1 and LW-2 as indicated on Figure 1) were connected 

in series, with LW-2 receiving over flow from LW-1. This system was 

decommissioned in 1983, at which time, both tanks were pumped dry and filled with 

sand and gravel. Subsequently a new system, identified as LW-3 and LW-4 on 

Figure 1, replaced LW-1/LW-2. As in the first series, LW-4 received overflow from 

LW -3. This system operated until August 1985, when both tanks were pumped and 

left empty. Construction of WL-1 and WL-2 is of masonry block, and construction 

of WL-3 and 4 is of pre-cast concrete. Each well is believed to have measured 9' in 

diameter by 6' in length. 

On June 28, 1985, a complaint was filed against Grady McCauley by the 

Director of Waste Management Division, U.S. EPA Region 5, pursuant to 

Section 3008 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. This complaint 

(8811.18) 
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precipitated issuance of a Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFO) in December 

1986, addressing closure of the dry wells separately from any contaminated soil or 

groundwater. 

The work described in this work plan is intended to perform a clean closure of 

the dry wells. In accordance with Item 7 of the CAFO, a Feasibility Study 

addressing any contaminated soil and groundwater which may exist outside of the 

dry wells will be submitted within 60 days of completion of all activities required 

under Paragraph 3 of the CAFO. 

2.0 SCOPE OF WORK 

Closure of the dry wells involves excavation and removal of all four wells. 

The well materials themselves will be cleaned and returned to the excavations. Soil 

and backfill materials removed with the wells will be analyzed for the 

characteristics of toxicity and presence of volatile organic compounds, and the 

results of that analysis will determine their ultimate disposition. The excavations 

for the dry wells will be backfilled with soil. The following paragraphs outline the 

procedures to be used for closure. 

2.1 Dry Well Removal 

A contractor with experience in the management of hazardous materials will 

be employed to remove the dry wells and complete the closure. It will be the 

contractor's responsibility to comply with all OSHA Health and Safety Requirements 

pertinent to the handling of potentially hazardous materials during this closure 

operation. One of the dry wells (WL-1) is located beneath the 1983 building addition 

(refer to Figure !). The remaining wells are located in areas accessible to 

construction equipment. For closure of dry well WL-1, the contractor is to perform 

the following: 

WL-1 - The contractor shall remove the metal siding from the 1983 building 

addition in the vicinity of the dry well. The construction area within the 

building shall be isolated by hanging Visqueen curtains around the construction 

area to limit dust migration to other parts of the building. If removal of 

(8811.18) 
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vertical building supports is necessary to gain access to WL-1, the contractor 

shall provide temporary bracing and roof supports, as necessary, to secure the 

structure. The concrete floor slab over the dry well will be saw cut and 

removed. The concrete did not come in contact with dry well contents, and 

therefore, is considered to be non-contaminated and may be used as backfill in 

the excavations. 

The dry well and its contents will be excavated by the contractor, and the 

excavated material placed on and covered with plastic. The concrete block 

comprising the dry well itself will be separated from the backfill and stored 

separately on plastic for cleaning. 

WL-2- The piping between WL-1 and WL-2 shall be removed. The excavated 

pipe will be stored on Visqueen for cleaning. Soil from the pipe excavation 

shall be returned to the excavation as backfill. 

The procedure for the excavation of WL-2 will proceed as that described for 

WL-1 above. The excavated soil will be stockpiled for analysis, and the block 

segregated and stored separately for cleaning. 

WL-3 and WL-4 - Dry wells WL-3 and WL-4 consist of pre-cast, concrete 

segments and have not been backfilled with soil. The contractor will remove 

the pre-cast, concrete segments and store them on plastic for cleaning. Any 

soil removed with WL-3 and WL-4 shall be stockpiled with that soil described 

above for analysis. 

2.2 beaning 

The concrete block removed from WL-1 and WL-2 and dry wells WL-3 and 

WL-4, will be cleaned with either high-pressure hot water or steam. The cleaning 

will be performed in a decontamination area lined with plastic. The rinseate will be 

collected and held for chemical analysis. 

Prior to leaving the site, all construction equipment that has come in contact 

with soil will be cleaned using high-pressure, hot water or steam. 

(8811.18) 
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2.3 Analysis 

2.3.1 Stockpiled Soil 

The soil and backfill removed from the excavation of the dry wells will be 

sampled and analyzed for the characteristic of toxicity (1!0 CFR-261) and for 

volatile organic compounds (Method 8240). One soil sample will be collected for 

every estimated 10 cubic yards of material. We estimate a total of three samples 

will be collected. The samples will be collected from separate areas within the pile 

at a depth not less than 12 inches from the outside face of the pile. 

2.3.2 Rinseate Water 

One sample of the rinseate water will be collected and analyzed for total 

RCRA metals. 

2. 4 Disposal 

Final disposal of the stockpiled materials will be dependent upon the results of 

the analyses performed as described above. 

Soil - If the soil is found to be non-hazardous as defined in 40 CFR-261, it will 

be replaced into the excavations as backfill. If it is found to be hazardous by 

the characteristic of toxicity, it will be disposed of by the contractor at a 

secured landfill, licensed to accept it. 

Rinseate Water - If the concentration of RCRA metals is within acceptable 

parameters, the rinseate water may be disposed of by the contractor at a local 

POTW. If the rinseate water is found unacceptable for disposal at a POTW, it 

will be delivered to a TSD facility permitted for disposal of liquid wastes. 

Dry Well Construction Materials - Once cleaned, dry wells WL-3 and WL-4 

will be crushed and backfilled into the excavations. The concrete block from 

dry wells WL-1 and WL-2 will also be backfilled into the excavations. Any 

metal or rubbish will be disposed off-site by the contractor. 

(8811.18) 
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2.5 Final Closure 

Backfill for the excavations will consist of either non-hazardous soil removed 

from the excavation, broken well materials, or clean soil from an on-site or off-site 

source free of debris. The backfill shall be placed in one-foot-thick lifts and 

compacted with the back of the backhoe bucket. The top 1 foot of the excavations 

for WL-1, WL-2, WL-3 and WL-4 shall be filled with compacted clay. The 

excavation for WL-1 will be covered with compacted aggregate during repair of the 

building. 

The contractor will repair all damage to the building, and restore each of the 

areas to its pre-existing surface condition. The restoration will include the 

placement of topsoil and establishment of vegetative cover. 

3.0 REPORT PREPARATION 

Upon completion of all field work at the Grady McCauley facility, a report 

will be issued to USEPA and Ohio EPA describing the completed work. The report 

will include a narrative of observations made during excavation, the analytical 

results, and a photo journal documenting the closure. 

In order to determine closure has been implemented in accordance with this 

plan, closure will be observed by an independent professional engineer, registered in 

Ohio. Certification will be sent to U.S. EPA Region V and the Ohio EPA. 

4.0 PROJECT COORDINATION AND TIMING 

It is estimated that closure activities, including dry well decontamination, can 

be completed in two weeks from the start of mobilization. Analytical results of the 

soil and washwater should be complete within 30 days, with disposal within at least 

60 ~iiYS of receipt of the laboratory report and any Ohio EPA or U.S. EPA approvals. 

A report will be issued by Grady McCauley to USEPA and Ohio EPA within 3 weeks 

following completion of all field work. 

E906/308+ (88Jl.l8) 
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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

P.O. Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 
314) 644-3020 

rAX (614) 644-2329 

April 5, 1994 

Dennjs J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
Grady McCauley 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

I KAL~ 1 Nl> - UHWM, CM!.t~ 

TO GO ON: ~· RCR IS -:____ fO LOG USEPA ~ CJ lOG 

ENTERED: /1 RCR IS fO lOG USEPA lOG CJ LOG 

RCRIS ENTRY C ES : (EVALULAT!ON) (ENFORCEMENT) __ _ 

FILE 

ONLY 

CEI Cl OTHER 1· 11 I . IN!T!AL NOV FOLLOW-UP NOV 

FULL RTC PARTIAL RTC LOR SENT TO USEPA: YES_ NO_ 

Re: Grady McCauley 
OHD004468609 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

RECEIVED 
WM/J PFr.ORG r'f:I''TER 

AUG 2 '11994 

On December 8, 1993, Ohio EPA conducted an annual review of fmancial assurance and 
liability coverage documentation for the Grady McCauley facility . The facility was 
evaluated for compliance with Ohio Administrative Code ("OAC") rules 3745-66-42 and 
3745-66-47, closure cost estimate and liability coverage requirements. In a December 10, 
1993 Notice of Violation ("NOV") letter, the facility was cited in violation of OAC rule 
3745-66-47. To demonstrate compliance with OAC rules 3745-66-42 and 3745-66-44, the 
facility was requested to submit a detailed closure/post-closure cost estimate of the current 
cost of closing the hazardous waste management units . 

On March 3 and 24, 1994, Ohio EPA continued to conduct an annual review of fmancial 
assurance documentation on ftle for the Grady McCauley facility. (The facility was 
evaluated for closure fmancial assurance and liability coverage of OAC rules 3745-66-42 and 
3745-66-47 on December 8, 1993.) The facility was evaluated for compliance with OAC 
rules 3745-66-43 and 3745-66-45, closure and post-closure fmancial assurance. 

Grady McCauley's Letter of Credit ("LOC ")Number STB-86004 was issued January 5, 1990 
by Society National Bank in the amount of $67,500.00 to demonstrate fmancial assurance 
for closure. Ohio EPA received a letter dated December 22, 1993 which noted that the 
amount of the LOC would be increased to $69,625.00. Ohio EPA received amendment 
number 2 to the LOC Number S91/90304/86004 confirming that the credit value increased 
to $69,525 .00 . 

On March 24, 1994, Ohio EPA received a letter from Grady McCauley which included an 
estimate breakdown provided by the facility consultant. The closure cost estimate was 
provided in unit cost at a total closure cost of $47,648.00 and post-closure cost estimate in 
the amount of $20,000.00. 
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Dennis J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
Grady McCauley 
April 5, 1994 
Page Two 

Upon review of the above documentation, it appears the closure/post-closure unit cost is 
not adequate without additional infom1ation - information such as estinlated amounts of 
soils and other materials to be excavated, number of containers estinlated to be transported 
and post-closure activities such as sampling and analysis, security, etc. Please provide 
additional information to help verify adequacy of the $4 7, 648.00 estinlate for closure and 
the $20,000.00 figure for post-closure. 

Please provide additional information to address the above closure and post -closure 
deficiencies. As previously noted Grady McCauley remains in violation of OAC rule 3745-
66-47. 

If you have any questions, I may be reached at (614)644-2934. 

Sincerely, 

Tina Jennings 
Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Section 
Division of Hazardous Waste Management 

wp.TJ .lcn.gradymc 

cc: Laurie Stevenson, Supervisor, CM&ES, DHWM 
Dave Wertz, Unit Supervisor, DHWM, NEDO 





State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

.,_0. Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
>lumbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

J 14) 644-3020 
FAX (614) 644-2329 

March 10, 1994 

Dennis J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
Grady McCauley, Incorporated 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

1AACK ING - UH'-"l, l:l"&t~ 

TO GO ON: ~RCR!S _ FO LOG USEPA LOG CJ LOG FILE 

j( I( ENTERED: ~ RCRIS _ FO LOG USEPA LOG CJ LOG ONLY 

RCRIS ENTRY CODES: (EVALULATION) 0 I(:, (ENFORCEMENT) 0 J-1 
CE ! CI OTHER {-tf..- INITIAL NOV _ FOLLOW-UP NOV V" 
FULL RTC PARTIAL RTC LOR SENT TO USEPA: YES_ NO_ 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

Re: Grady McCauley, Inc. 
OHD00~8609 ( " l I ztt_ (1 f c."t:./ 
Financia.P' Assurance 
Second Letter 

RECEIVED 
WMD RECORD t.Ef'ITER 

JUL 19 1994 

Ohio EPA conducted an annual review of fmancial assurance and liability coverage 
documentation on December 8, 1993. Grady McCauley Inc. was evaluated for compliance 
with Ohio Administrative Code ("OAC") rules 3745-66-42 and 3745-66-47 regarding closure 
cost estimate and liability coverage. In a December 10, 1993 Notice of Violation ("NOV"), 
the facility was cited in violation of the Ohio Administrative Code rule 3745-66-47 because 
Grady McCauley did not have liability coverage for sudden and non-sudden accidental 
occurrences. The December 10, 1993 letter also requested that the facility submit current 
detailed closure/post-closure cost estimates. 

Ohio EPA received a letter dated December 22, 1993 from Grady McCauley in response 
to my December 10, 1993 NOV. Grady McCauley's December 22, 1993 letter indicated 
there were no other cost estimates other than the ones previously provided and that Society 
Bank would provide a Letter of Credit ("LOC") with an increased amount of $69,625.00. 
On January 3, 1994 (letter dated December 24, 1993) Ohio EPA received amendment no. 
2 to the irrevocable LOC No. S91/90304/86004. The LOC has increased to $69,525.00. 

Upon review of the above documentation Grady. McCauley is found in violation of: 

OAC rule 3745-66-42 because the owner or operator must have a written estimate, 
in current dollars , of the cost of closing the facility. The owner or operator shall 
adjust the closure cost estimate for inflation within sixty days prior to the anniversary 
date of the establishment of the mechanism. In the December 22, 1993letter, Grady 
McCauley indicated that there were no further cost estimates available other than 
those estimates previously provided. 

·@ Printed on recycled paper 
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Dennis J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
Grady McCauley, Incorporated 
March 10, 1994 
Page Two 

The only closure cost estimates on file in the fmancial assurance files are dated 
October 16, 1991 as prepared by Heritage Remediation -cost estimates are provided 
for soil excavation, treatment, and disposal as non-hazardous and excavation of four 
dry wells. Please provide current detail closure cost estimates for the Grady 
McCauley facility. 

OAC rule 3745-66-47 Grady McCauley remains in violation of this rule because it 
has not submitted documentation to demonstrate compliance with liability 
requirements. Even though the December 2, 1986 Consent Order did not require 
liability coverage, Grady McCauley Incorporated will remain subject to and in 
violation of the liability requirement. 

To address the closure cost estimate violation, please provide a detailed current closure cost 
estimate for all the hazardous waste management units at the facility. Please submit 
documentation to me within thirty (30) days of the date of this letter. If you have any 
questions, I may be reached at (614)644-2934. 

Sincerely, 

~v·~r~d~~ 
Tina Jennings 
Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Section 
Division of Hazardous Waste Management 

wp .TJ .lcn.FY _94 _ LOC/grady 

cc: Laurie Stevenson, CM&ES, DHWM 
Kristen Switzer, DHWM, NEDO 



awEA,\ 
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agene}r 

P.O. Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 
(614) 644-3020 
FAX (614) 644-2329 

December 10, 1993 

Dennis J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
Grady McCauley, Inc. 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

I TRACKING - OHWM, CH&ES A . (' 
TO GO ON: i ~IS FO LOG USEPA LOG CJ LOG FILE 

I{J( ENTERED: _L RCRIS _ FO LOG _ USEPA LOG _ CJ LOG OHL Y 
RCRIS ENTRY COOES: (EVAL,V~~) (!) tS (ENFOOCEMENT) {) f CZS 
CEI _ CI _ OTHER ( ft/{{__- INITIAL NOV FOlLOW-UP NOV 
FULL RTC PARTIAL RTC LOR SENT TO USEPA: YES_ NO_ 

· Re: 

Donald A. Schregardus 
t\ \) Director 

Grady McCauley, Inc. 
OHD004468609 
Financial Assurance 

-

Ohio EPA conducted a fmancial assurance record review on February 12, 1993 for the 
above-referenced facility and cited Grady McCauley, Inc. in a March 5, 1993 Notice of 
Violation (NOV) for Ohio Administrative Code (OAC) rule 3745-66-47 because Grady McCauley, Inc. does not have liability coverage for sudden and non-sudden accidental 
occurrences. The facility remains in violation of OAC rule 3745-66-47, liability coverage, 
as cited in the March 5, 1993 NOV letter. 

On December 8, 1993, Ohio EPA conducted an annual review of frnancial assurance and 
liability coverage documentation for the facility. Grady .McCauley, Inc. was evaluated for compliance with OAC rules 3745-66-42 and 3745-66-47, closure cost estimate and liability coverage. Grady McCauley, Inc. uses Letter of Credit (LOC) Number STB-86004 issued 
January 5, 1990 by Society National Bank in the amount of $67,500.00 to demonstrate fmancial assurance for closure. The facility ' s closure cost estimate is due November 5, 1993 and the update to the LOC is due January 5, 1994: 

General Comment: 

Pursuant to OAC rules 3745-66-42 and 3745-66-44, Grady McCauley, Inc. must adjust the 
estimate for inflation within sixty (60) days (November 5, 1993) prior to the anniversary 
date (January 5, 1994) of the LOC. 

Throughout the year, Grady McCauley, Inc. must adjust the estimate within thirty (30) days 
after a revision is made to the closure plan which increases the cost of closure/post-closure .. 
If closure plan revisions should increase the cost of closure, the facility must adjust the 
estimate within thirty (30) days after the revision to the closure plan. 
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Dennis J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
Grady McCauley, Inc. 
December 13, 1993 

To demonstrate compliance with OAC rules 3745-66-42 and 3745-66-44, submit a detailed 
closure/post -closure cost estimate of the current cost of closing the hazardous waste management units. Please note, if the closure cost estimate exceeds the current LOC 
amount, the LOC is due to be updated January 5, 1994 or additional financial assurance should be obtained to cover the increase. 

After review of the fmancial assurance file, it as determined that the facility remains in 
violation of: 

OACrule3745-66-47,because Grady McCauley, Inc. does not have liability coverage 
for sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences. The December 1986 Consent 
Agreement and Final Order entered into between the U.S. EPA and Grady 
McCauley, Inc. did not require liability coverage but Grady McCauley, Inc. will 
remain subject to and in violation of the liability requirement until certification of 
closure. 

Within thirty (30) days of receipt of this letter, please submit documentation demonstrating 
compliance with OAC rules 3745-66-42 and 3745-66-44, cost estimate requirements. It is requested that to confirm compliance with the cost estimate requirements, a copy of the 
facility's current detailed estimate be submitted to this office for review. 

Failure to list specific deficiencies or violations in this correspondence does not relieve you from complying with all applicable rules and regulations. 

If you have any questions, I may be reached at (614)644-2934. 

Sincerely, 

~t~ Jvvnv);/ 
Tina Jennings 
Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Section 
Division of Hazardous Waste Management 

wp.TJ .lcn.gradymc 

cc: t:li.i.i:iieceStevenson, Supervisor, CM&ES, DHWM 
Mark Bergman, DHWM, NEDO 



tate of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
jmbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

(ti14) 644-3020 
FAX (614) 644-2329 

March 5, 1993 

Dennis J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, OH 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

TRACKING - OH 1t.'~1, 0-I&ES 

TO GO ON: !RCRIS _ FO LOG _ USEPA UJG CJ LOG FILE 

ENTERED: _ 1..1 RCRIS FO LOG 

RCRIS ENTRY co6ES: (EVALULATION) 

C£1 Cl OTHER ( e-e..:-
FULL~C --;ART!Al RTC _i LOR 

USEPA LOG CJ LOG ONLY 

u II (ENFORCEMENT) 012. 
INITIAL NO'/ FOLLOW-UP NOV 

snn TO USEPA: YES_ NO_ 

Donald R. Schregardus 
Director 

Re: Grady McCauley Incorporated 
OHD004468009 
Financial Afsurance 

On August 25, 1992, Ohio EPA conducted an annual review of the financial assurance and 
liability coverage documentation on file at Ohio EPA for the year 1991, for the Grady 
McCauley Incorporated 7930 Middlebranch Road facility referenced above. The facility was 
evaluated for compliance with the requirements set forth in Ohio Administrative Code 
(OAC rules 3745-66-42 through 3745-66-47 regarding closure and post-closure cost 
estimates, closure and post -closure fmancial assurance, and liability coverage for accidental 
occurrences. The facility was cited in an August 27, 1992 Notice of Violation (NOV) letter 
for violation of OAC rules 3745-66-43 and 3745-66-45 because Grady McCauley 
Incorporated failed to either cause the amount of the Letter of Credit (LOC) to increase 
or obtain additional financial assurance to cover the annual, inflationary increase to the 
closure/post-closure cost estimate and OAC rule 3745-66-47 because Grady McCauley 
Incorporated does not have liability coverage for sudden and nonsudden accidental 
occurrences. A response to the August 27, 1992 NOV was received on September 14, 1992 
(letter dated September 11, 1992) and is adequate to demonstrate compliance with OAC 
rules 3745-66-43 and 3745-66-45. Grady McCauley Incorporated however remains in 
violation of OAC rule 3745-66-47 as described below. 

A fmancial record review was conducted on February 12, 1993 for the year 1992 to 
demonstrate financial assurance for closure and/or post-closure care, Grady McCauley 
Incorporated uses LOC No. STB-86004 issued on January 5, 1990 by Society National Bank 
in the amount of $67,500.00. On November 9, 1990, Grady McCauley Incorporated 
submitted a revised stand-by Trust Agreement No. 06962-005 dated January 8, 1990, entered 
into between Grady McCauley Incorporated and Society National Bank. In your September 
11, 1992 letter you indicated the remaining cost estimate $9,650.00 is for the removal of 
the four ( 4) dry wells. If a revision is made to the closure plan which increases the cost of 
closure/post -closure care, Grady McCauley Incorporated must adjust the estimate within 
thirty (30) days after the revision. Grady McCauley Incorporated has within sixty (60) days 
after the change to the estimate to either increase the LOC amount, or obtain additional 
financial assurance to cover the increase. 
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Dennis J. Grady 
Chief Executive Officer 
Grady McCauley Incm:porated 
March 5, 1993 
Page Two 

After review of the fmancial assurance documentation on file, Grady McCauley remains in 
violation of: 

• OAC rule 3745-66-47 because Grady McCauley Incorporated does not have 
liability coverage for sudden and nonsudden accidental occurrences. Ohio 
EPA is aware that the December 2, 1986 Consent Agreement and Final Order 
entered into between the United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(U.S. EPA) and Grady McCauley Incorporated did not require liability 
coverage to be established and maintained for the facility. 

Grady McCauley Incorporated will, however, remain subject to and in violation of the 
aforementioned liability requirement until certification of closure activities. 

Failure to list specific deficiencies or violations in this correspondence does not relieve you 
from complying with all applicable rules and regulations. 

If you have any questions, I may be reached at (614)644-2934. 

Sincerely, 

~J '~' Jt1L?1V1£,f 
Tina Jennings 
Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Section 
Division of Hazardous Waste Management 

wp.TJ.lcn 

cc: Laurie Stevenson, CM&ES, DHWM 
Mark Bergman, DHWM, NEDO 
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August 27' 1992 

Dennis J. Grady, Chief Executive Officer 
7584 Whipple Averrue 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Re: Grady M-Cn!l ey Incm:par:ated 
OID004468009 

oo~(rn~~w~rn 
DEC 17 1992 

OFFICE: OF RCRA 
Dear Mr-. Grady: Waste Management Divisi-

U.S. EPA, P.EG!0 ' 
On August 25, 1992, Ohio EPA conducted an annual review of the financial 
assurance and liability coveJ:age clocurrentation on file at Ohio EPA, Central 
Office for the Grady M:::Gauley 7930 Middlebranch Road facility referenced above. 
'The facility was evaluated for ccrrpliance with the requirarents set forth in 
Ohio Administrative Ccxl.e {OAC) rules 3745-66-42 thrc:ugh 3745-66-47 regarding 
closure and post-closure cost est:irrates, closure and post-closure financial 
assurance, and liability coverage for accidental occurrences. 

'Ib den:Jnstrate financial assurance for closure and/or post-closure care, Grady 
M:::Gauley IncOJ:porated uses letter of Credit No. SIB-86004 issued on Janua:ry 5, 
1990 by Society National Bank in the arrcunt of $67, 500. 00. On Novari:Jer 9, 1990, 
Grady M:::Gauley suhnitted a revised standby Trust .1\greerent #06962-005 dated 
Janua:ry 8, 1990, entered into between Grady M:::Gauley Incorporated and Society 
National Bank, NA. 

As a result of Ohio EPA's review, Grady M:::Gauley is found in violation of the 
following: 

1. OliC rules 3745-66-43 and 3745-66-45 , because Grady M:::Gauley Incorporated 
failed to either cause the arrcunt of the letter of Credit to increase, or 
obtain additional financial assurance to cover the annual, inflationary 
increase to the closure/post-closure cost est:irrate. 'The letter of Credit 
has not been u:pdated for inflation since its original effective dated of 
January 5, 1990 and remains at a dollar amount of $67,500.00. 

Pursuant to OAC rules 3745-66-42 and 3745-66-44, Grady M:::Gauley rrust 
adjust the est:irrate for inflation within sixty (60) days prior to the 
anniversary date of the letter of Credit. 'furoughout the year, Grady 
M:::Gauley rrust also adjust the estirrate within thirty (30) days after a 
revision is rrade to the closure plan which increases the · cost of 
closure/post-closure. In either case, Grady M:::Gauley has within sixty 
(60) days after the change to the est:irrate to either increase the letter 
of Credit amount accordingly, or obtain additional financial assurance to 
cover the increase. 

@ Printed on recycled paper 



Dennis J. Grady 
Page 2 
August 27' 1992 

--/-" 

'Ib dEmJnstrate ccnpliance with the above requi=ts, please suhnit 
. clocurrentatian to this office canfinning that the Letter of Credit has been 
adequately upjated for inflation or alternative financial assurance 
established to cover the increase in the cost estirrate. 

2. OliC rule 3745-66-47 , because Grady M::Cauley does not have liability 
coverage for sudden and nansudden accidental occmrences. Ohio EPA is 
aware that the Decenber 2, 1986 Consent Agreerent and Final Order (Docket 
No. V-W-85-R-35) entered into between U.S. EPA and Grady M::Cauley Creative 
Graphics, Inc. did not require liability coverage to be established and 
maintained for the facility. 

Grady M::Cauley will, however, renain subject to and in violation of the 
aforEm2Il.tianed OAC liability requi=t until ccnpletian and 
certification of closure activities. 

Within thirty (30) days of the date of this letter, please suhnit clocurrentatian 
dEmJnstrating abaterent of the violations cited above. It is also requested 
that to canfinn carpliance with the cost estirrate requirEm2Il.ts of OAC rule 3745-
66-42/-44, a copy of the facility's detailed estirrate be suhnitted to this 
office for review. Receipt of this written estirrate was also requested in a 
previoos letter issued to the carpany by Ohio EPA an July 18, 1991. 'Ib date, 
Grady M::Cauley has failed to provide this office with a copy of its written cost 
estirrate as requested. 

Failure to list specific deficiencies or violations in this correspondence dces 
not relieve you fran ccnplying with all applicable rules and regulations. 

If you have any questions, I may be reached at (614)644-2934. 

Sincerely, 

L~~v01;\~~ 
laurie Stevenson, Supervisor 
Carpliance M:mitoring and Enforcerent Section 
Division of Hazardous W3ste Mmagerent 

IS/p:lb 

cc: M>rk Bergrran, DIM-!, NEIXJ 



~tate of Ohio En.W'Onmental Protection Agency 
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'·Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
.1umbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

(614) 644-3020 Fax (614) 644-2329 
Richard F. Celeste 

Governor 

October 16, 1990 Be: Gi:ady M:Qu•l ey Creative GJ:aPri.c:s, Inc. 

Dennis Grady 
Grady M:Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Dear Ml:". Grady: 

OHD004468009 
Financial Assurance 

RECEIVED 
OCT 17 1990 

Div. ot ::;ouo & Haz. Waste Mgt. 

On September 24, 1990 Ohio EPA conducted an annual financial record review of 
the records an file for the Grady M:Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. 7930 
Middlebranch Road facility referenced above. The facility was evauluated for 
carpliance with the financial assurance requiremants for closure care, post­
closure care, and liability coverage set forth in Ohio Administrative Code 
(OAC) rules 3745-66-42 through 3745-66-45 and 3745-66-47. 

On January 7, 1987 Grady M:Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. entered into a 
Letter of Credit No. 1443 and Trust Agreement with Society Bank of 
EasternOhio NA in favor of U.S. EPA, Region V. This documentation ~s to 
have met the :requi.rerrents of 40 CFR 265.143 and the :requi.rerrents of the 
Decenber 2, 1986 Consent 1\greanent and Final Order (Docket No. V-W-85-R-35) 
entered into between u.s. EPA, Region V and Grady M::Cauley Creative Graphics, 
Inc. in which Grady M:Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. was required to 
establish financial assurance for closure for its Middlebranch Road facility 
within forty-five (45) days of the effective date of the Order. 

Ohio EPA records indicate that Letter of Credit No. 1443 has been cancelled 
and replaced with Letter of Credit No. STB-86004, issued by Society National 
Bank in the amount of $67,500. 00 in favor of Ohio EPA. Ohio EPA records also 
indicate that the January 7, 1987 Trust Agreerrent remains in favor of U.S. 
EPA, Region V. Pursuant to OAC rules 3745-66-43 (A) and 3745-66-45 (A), please 
sul:mit to Ohio EPA a copy of the referenced Trust Agreem9nt amended to 
reflect it as in favor of Ohio EPA. A copy of the required wording specified 
in OAC rule 3745-55-51 (A) is enclosed for your reference. 

Ohio EPA is in receipt on November 2, 1989 of a letter dated October 30, 1989 
fran James Michael Thunder of Squire, Sanders & De!rpsey regarding Ohio EPA's 
September 29, 1989 financial assurance notice of violation. It is agreed 
that the referenced Consent Agreement and Final Order did not require Grady 
M::Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. to establish liability coverage pursuant to 



Dennis Grady 
October 16, 1990 
Page Two 

40 aR 265.147 for its Middlebranch Road facility. Because Grady M::Cauley 

Creative Graphics, Inc. has not yet certified closure of the hazardous waste 

tmits at the Middlebranch Road facility, Grady M::Cauley Creative Graphics, 

Inc. remains subject to the hazardous waste interim standards of Ol\C 3745-66, 

including the liability coverage :requirements of Ol\C rule 3745-66-47. Since 

Grady M::Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. has not established liability coverage 

for its Middlebranch Road facility pursuant to Ol\C rule 3745-66-47, Grady 

M::Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. is in violation of Ol\C rule 3745-66-47. 

Please sul:mit an amended Trust Agreem9nt as specified above to Ohio EPA 

within thirty (30) days of the date of this letter. Upon its receipt, Ohio 
EPA can further evaluate Grady M::Cauley Creative Graphics, Inc. ' s carpliance 

with Ol\C rule 3475-66-43. If you have any questions, I may be reached at 
(614) 644-2944. 

Sincerely, 

~2~ 
Hazardous Waste Enforcerrent section 
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste Managemant 

Sp.CJR.lcn 

cc: Laurie stevenson, DSIDM, CO 
Mark Bergman, DSIDM, NEDO 
Janes Michael Thtmder, Squire, Sanders & Deupsey 

Enclosure 



Stair of Ohio Enl';ronmrnt.al Prote-ction Agr ncy 

P.O Box 1049. 1800 WaterMaf1.. Dr. 
:;olumbus. Oh10 43266 0 149 
(6 14) 644 -3020 George V. Voinovich 

FAX (6 14) 644 2329 o HD r~ t t.; ~ '(: & S- (, c. 9 Governor 

July 18, 1991 

Dennis ;; . Grady, Olief Executive Offioer 
7584 ~pple Avenue 
North Canton, ario 44720 

Dear Mr . Grady: 

Q.::FICE OF RCRA 
Waste Management Division. 

U.S • . EPA_. REGION V 

en July 17, 1991 ctrio EI?A cx:xxb::t.ed an annual review of the financial assurance 
and liability roverage cb::urentation Cl'l file at Chi.o .EPA, Central Office for the 
Grady M:Cauley 7930 Mickil.ebranch P.oad facility mferenoed above . 'nle facility 
was evaluated for carpliance with the requi.rement.s set forth in Cillo 
Mninistrative Code (CW::) rules 3745-66-42 through 3745- 66-47 regarding closure 
and post-closure oost estimates, closure and post-closure financial assurance, 
and liability coverage for acx:::.idental occurrences. 

To derronstrate financial assurance for closure and/or post-closure care, Grady 
~uley Incorporated uses Letter of Credit No. STB-86004 issued Cl'l January 5, 
1990 by Society National Bank in the arrount. of $67,500 .·00. Chi.o EPA records 
indicate that this Letter of Credit remains in effect for this aroount. en 
Noverrber 9, 1990, Grady M:Cauley sul:mitted a ~sed starx:by TnlSt Agu!lt:m~:ut 
106962-005 dated ;January 8, 1990, entered into between Grady M::Cauley 
Inoorporated and Society National Bank, NA. '11lis Trust Ag:reerrerrt reflects the 
wordin; requi.rement.s of 01C rule 3745-55-51 (A), p_.lrSUa!l't to Chi.o EPA' s notice of 
violation dated Oct <:Ibex 16, 1990 . Peview of this Trust Agreement reveals that 
it meets the requi.rErrents of 01C rules 3745- 66-43 arrl 3745-66-45. 

As a result of this July 17, 1991 review ario EPA finds the followin:J CW: 
violations: 

l. cw:: rules 3745-66-43 arrl 3745-66- 45, because Grady H:Cauley Inoorporat.ed 
failed either cause the arrount of the Letter of Credit to inc:rea.9e, or 
c:btain ad:ii.tional financial assurance to cover the annual , inflatiooary 
increase to the closure/post -closure cost estimate. 

Pursuant to CW:: rules 3745-66-42 arrl 3745-66-44, Grady H:Cauley DUSt 
adjust the estimate for inflation within sixty (60) days prior to the 
anniversary date of the Letter of Cred.i t . 'nlrollghout the year, Grady 
H:Cauley DUSt also adjust. the estimate withln thirty (30) days after a 
revision is made to the closure plan -nich :increases the cost of 
closure/post-closure. In either case, Grady H:Cauley has withln sixty 
( 60) days after the change to the estimate to either increase the Letter 
of Credit amount acx:ord..ingly, or c:btain ad:i:itiooal financial assurance to 
cover the inc::rease . 



Dennis J. Grady 
.July 18, 1991 
Page 2 

2. OlC rule 3745-66-47, because Grady M::Cauley d:les not have liability 

coverage for sud:ien an:! nonsu:i:len a=idental oo::urrenoes. Cllio EI?A is 

aware that the ~Jellbe.r 2, 1986 Ccnsent AgxeercenL an:! Final Order (Docket 

No. v-w-85-R-35) entered into bet:reen U.S. EI?A an:! Grady M::Cauley Creative 

Graphics, Inc. did not require liability coverage to be established an:! 

ma.intained for the facility. 

Within thirty (30) days of the date of this letter, please sutmit doo.mantatioo 

c:lerronstrating abaterrent of the violations cited above. Also, please sutmit the 

c:uxrent closure/post-closure cost estimate for the facility. 

Failure to list specific deficiencies or violations in this correspoodenoe cX>es 

not relieve you fz:an OCilplying with all applicable rules an:! regulatians. 

If you have any questians, I may be readled at (614) 644-2934. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Caroly\{ Reierson 
Hazarcb.Js Waste Enfcn::etent Section 
Division of Solid and Hazarcb.Js Waste Managelrent 

cc: laurie stevenson, IHS, DS!H1 
Mark Bergnan, DS!H-1, NEOO 



State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

.0 . Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
~olumbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

September 29, 1989 

Mr. Dennis Grady 
Grady McCauley creative Graphics , Inc . 
7584 Whipple Avenue 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

Re: Grady Mccauley creative 
Graphics, Inc . 

OHD0044686009 
Financial Assurance 

Richard F. Celeste 
Governor 

On September 29, 1989, I conducted an annual financial record review for Grady 
McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc., evaluating its compliance with the financial 
assurance requirements set forth in Ohio Administrative Code (OAC) rules 
3745- 66-42 through 3745-66-47. Under these rules, Grady McCauley Creative 
Graphics, Inc. must have and maintain cost estimates for hazardous waste 
facility c losure and post-closure care, financial assurance for closure and 
post- closure care, and liability coverage for sudden and nonsudden accidental 
occurrences . 

As a result of my review, I find Grady McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc . in 
violation of OAC rules 3745-66-42 through 3745-66-47 for not establishing the 
required financial assurance for the facility. 

I note that Grady McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc . entered into a Consent 
Agreement in December, 1986 (Docket No. V-W-85-R-35) with USEPA, Region v 
which required, among other things, compliance with the closure financial 
assurance requirements of 40 CFR 265.143 within forty-five (45) days of the 
effective date of the Order. 

Please provide sufficient doct.L-rnentation correcting the above violations within 
thir t y (30) days of the date of this letter . I may be reached at 
(614)644-2944 if you have any questions. 

sincerely, 

' I ' I I ( --;t..--k/ / e;_. r . . 1 -' r . , ) 
~- \ 

Carolyn J. Reierson 
RCRA Enforcement Section 
Division of solid and Hazardous waste Management 

CJR:pm 
l829S/59 

cc: Mike savage, DSHWM 
Mark Bergman, NEDO 

~Jim saric, USEPA, Region v 
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Society 
BANK 

\<W ')1' ~~~ 

IRREVc:x:ABIE LEITER OF CREDIT NO. 1443 
126 CENTRAl PlAZA NOR TH 

CANTON . O H IO 447 02 
PHONE: ( 216 ) 489-5300 

Regional Administrator 
Region 5 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
230 S . Dearborn St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

GentlEmen: 

January 7, 1987 
RECEIVED 

JAN 1 5 1987 

U.S. EPA REGION 5 
OfFICE OF REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR 

We hereby establish our Irrevocable Standby Letter of Credit No. 1443 in your favor, at the 
request of and for the account of Grady McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc. , 7584 Whipple Ave. , 
North Canton, Ohio, 44720 up to an aggregate amount of 

------------THIRTY FOUR THOUSAND & 00/100 U. S. DOLLARS ($34,000.00)--------------------

available upon presentation of : 

(1) Your sight draft bearing reference to this Letter of Credit No. 1443 

(2) Your signed statement reading as follows : "I certify that the amount 
of the draft is payable pursuant to regulations issued under authority 
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 as amended". 

This Letter of Credit is effective January 7, 1987 and shall expire on J anuary 7, 1988, but 
such expiration dat e shall be autanatically extended for a period of 1 year on January 7, 1988 
and on each successive expiration date, unless, at least 120 days before the currenct expiration 
date, we notify both you and Grady McCauley Creative Graphics, I nc. by certified mail that we 
have decided not to extend this Letter of Credit beyond the current expiration date. In the 
event you are so notified, any unused portion of the Letter of Credit shall be available upon 
presentation of your sight draft for 120 days after the date of receipt by both you and Grady 
McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc. , as sh~ on the signed return receipts. 

Whenever this Letter of Credit is drawn on under and in canpliance with the tenus of this credit, 
we shall duly honor such draft upon presentation to us, and we shall deposit the amount of the 
draft directly into the standby trust fund of Grady McCauley Crea-tive Graphics, Inc. in ac­
cordance with your ins tructions . 

We certify that the wording of this Letter of Credit is identical to the wording specified in 
40 CFR 264 . 151(d) as such regulations were constituted on the date sh~ immediately below. 

1- 7-87 
DATE 

1-7- 87 
DATE 

Vice President 

~s Letter of Credit is subjec t to The Unifonm CUstoms & Practices for Documentary Credits, 
(1983 Revisio~, International Chamber of Commerce Publication No. 400. 

0 . RC 
CC: RF (Reg . #R 201 682 180 

WMD [LETTER ONLY 
Society Bank of Eastern Ohio NA 





GRADY McCAULEY CREATIVE GRAPHICS, INC 
EPA TRUST 

The "Agreement", entered into as of January 9, 1987, by and between Grady 
McCauley Creative Graphics, Inc., an Ohio Corporation, the "Grantor", and the 
Society Bank of Eastern Ohio, NA, the "Trustee". 

WHEREAS, the United States Environmental Protection Agency, "EPA", an 
agency of the United States Government, has established certain regulations 
applicable to the Grantor, requiring that an owner or operator of a hazardous 
waste management facility shall provide assurance that funds will be available 
when needed for closure and/or post-closure care of the facility. 

WHEREAS, the Grantor has elected to establish a trust to provide all or 
part of such financial assurance for the facilities identified herein. 

WHEREAS, the Grantor, acting through its duly authorized officers, has 
·selected the Trustee to be the trustee under this agreement, and the Trustee 
is willing to act as trustee. 

Now, Therefore, the Grantor and the Trustee agree as follows: 

Section l. Definitions As used in this Agreement: 
(a) The term "Grantor" means the owner or operator who enters into 
this Agreement and any successors or assigns of the Grantor. 
(b) The term "Trustee" means the Trustee who enters into this 
Agreement and any successor Trustee. 

Section 2. Identification of Facilities and Cost Estimates This 
Agreement pertains to the facilities and cost estimates identified on 
attached Schedule A. 

Section 3. Establishment of Fund The Grantor and the Trustee hereby 
establish a trust fund, the "Fund", for the benefit of EPA. The Grantor 
and the Trustee intend that no third party have access to the Fund except 
as herein provided. The Fund is established initially as consisting of 
the property, which is acceptable to the Trustee, described in Schedule B 
attached hereto. Such property and any other property subsequently 
transferred to the Trustee is referred to as the Fund, together with all 
earnings and profits thereon, less any payments or distributions made by 
the Trustee pursuant to this Agreement. The Fund shall be held by the 
Trustee, IN TRUST, as hereinafter provided. The Trustee shall not be 
responsible nor shall it undertake any responsibility for the amount or 
adequacy of, nor any duty to collect from the Grantor, any payments 
necessary to discharge any liabilities of the Grantor established by EPA. 
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Section 4. Pay,.re.Jt for Closure and Post-Closure r...ctre The Trustee shall 
make payments from the Fund as the EPA Regional Administrator shall 
direct, in writing, to provide for the payment of the costs of closure 
and/or post-closure care of the facilities covered by this Agreement. The 
Trustee shall reimburse the Grantor or other persons as specified by the 
EPA Regional Administrator from the Fund for closure and post-closure 
expenditures in such amounts as the EPA Regional Administrator shall 
direct in writing. In addition, the Trustee shall refund to the Grantor 
such amounts as the EPA Regional Administrator specifies in writing. Upon 
refund, such funds shall no longer constitute part of the Fund as defined 
herein. 

Section 5. Payments Comprising the Fund Payments made to the Trustee for 
the Fund shall consist of cash or securities acceptable to the Trustee. 

Section 6. Trustee Mangement The Trustee shall invest and reinvest the 
principal and income of the Fund and keep the Fund invested as a single 
fund, without distinction between principal and income, in accordance with 
general investment policies and guidelines which the Grantor may 
communicate in writing to the Trustee from time to time, subject, however, 
to the provisions of this section. In investing, reinvesting, exchanging, 
selling, and managing the Fund, the Trustee shall discharge his duties 
with respect to the trust fund solely in the interest of the beneficiary 
and with the care, skill, prudence,and dilligence under the circumstances 
then prevailing which persons of prudence, acting in a like capacity and 
familiar with such matters, would use in the conduct of an enterprise of a 
like character and like aims; except that: 

(i) Securities or other obligations of the Grantor, or any other 
owner or operator of the facilities, or any of their affiliates as 
defined in the Investment Company Act of 1940, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 
80a-2(a), shall not be acquired or held, unless they are securities 
or other obligations of the Federal or a State government; 
(ii) The Trustee is authorized to invest the fund in time or demand 
deposits of the Trustee, to the extent insured by an agency of the 
Federal or State government; and 
(iii) The Trustee is authorized to hold cash awaiting investment or 
distribution uninvested for a reasonable time and without liability 
for the payment of interest thereon. 

Section 7. Commingling and Investment The Trustee is expressly 
authorized in its discretion. 

(a) To transfer from time to time any or all of the assets of the 
Fund to any common, commingled, or collective trust fund created by 
the Trustee in which the Fund is eligible to participate, subject to 
all of the provisions thereof, to be commingled with the assets of 
other trusts participating therein; and 
(b) To purchase shares in any investment company registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940, 15 U.S.C. 80a-l et seq., 
including one which may be created, managed, underwritten, or to 
which investment advice is rendered or the shares of which are sold 
by the Trustee. The Trustee may vote such shares in its discretion. 

Section 8. Express Powers of Trustee Without in any way limiting the 
powers and discretions conferred upon the Trustee by the other provisions 
of this Agreement or by law, the Trustee is expressly authorized and 
empowered: 





(a) To seLL, exchange, convey, transfer, or uLr1erwise dispose of any 
property held by it, by public or private sale. No person dealing 
with the Trustee shall be bound to see to the application of the 
purchase money or to inquire into the validity or expediency of any 
such sale or other disposition; 
(b) To make, execute, acknowledge, and deliver any and all documents 
of transfer and conveyance and any and all other instruments that may 
be necessary or appropriate to carry out the powers herein granted; 
(c) To register any securities held in the Fund in its own name or in 
the name of a nominee and to hold any security in bearer form or in 
book entry, or to combine certificates representing such securities 
with certificates of the same issue held by the Trustee in other 
fiduciary capacities, or to deposit or arrange for the deposit of 
such securities in a qualified central depositary even though, when 
so deposited, such securities may be merged and held in bulk in the 
name of the nominee of such depositary with other securities 
deposited therein by another person, or to deposit or arrange for the 
deposit of any securities issued by the United States Governmnet, or 
any agency or instrumentality thereof, with a Federal Reserve bank, 
but the books and records of the Trustee shall at all times show that 
all such securities are part of the Fund; 
(d) To deposit any cash in the Fund in interest-bearing accounts 
maintained or savings certificates issued by the Trustee, in its 
separate corporate capacity, or in any other banking institution 
affiliated with the Trustee, to the extent insured by an agency of 
the Federal or State government; and 
(e) To compromise or otherwise adjust all claims in favor of or 
against the Fund. 

Section 9. Taxes and Expenses All taxes of any kind that may be assessed 
or levied against or in respect of the Fund and all brokerage commissions 
incurred by the Fund shall be paid from the Fund. All other expenses 
incurred by the Trustee in connection with the administration of this 
Trust, including fees for legal services rendered to the Trustee, the 
compensation of the Trustee to the extent not paid directly by the 
Grantor, and all other proper charges and disbursements of the Trustee 
shall be paid from the Fund. 

Section 10. Annual Valuation The Trustee shall annually, at least 30 
days prior to the anniversary date of establishment of the Fund, furnish 
to the Grantor and to the appropriate EPA Regional Administrator a 
statement confirming the value of the Trust. Any securities in the fund 
shall be valued at market value as of no more than 60 days prior to the 
anniversary date of establishment of the Fund. The failure of the Grantor 
to object in writing to the Trustee within 90 days after the statement has 
been furnished to the Grantor and the EPA Regional Administrator shall 
constitute a conclusively binding assent by the Grantor, barring the 
Grantor from asserting any claim or liability against the Trustee with 
respect to matters disclosed in the statement. 

Section ll. Advice of Counsel The Trustee may from time to time consult 
with counsel, who may be counsel to the Grantor, with respect to any 
question arising as to the construction of this Agreement or any action to 
be taken hereunder. The Trustee shall be protected, to the extent 
permitted by law, in acting upon the advice of counsel. 





Section 12. Trc.~cee Compensation The Trustee S1 oa.L.L be entitled to 
reasonable compensation for its services as agreed upon in writing from 
time to time with the Grantor: 

Section 13. Successor Trustee The Trustee may resign or the Grantor may 
replace the Trustee, but such resignation or replacement shall not be 
effective until the Grantor has appointed a successor trustee and this 
successor accepts the appointment. The successor trustee shall have the 
same powers and duties as those conferred upon the Trustee hereunder. 
Upon the successor trustee's acceptance of the appointment, the Trustee 
shall assign, transfer, and pay over to the successor trustee the funds 
and properties then constituting the Fund. If for any reason the Grantor 
cannot or does not act in the event of the resignation of the Trustee, the 
Trustee may apply to a court of competent jurisdiction for the appointment 
of a successor trustee or for instructions. The successor trustee shall 
specify the date on which it assumes administration of the trust in a 
writing sent to the ·Grantor, the EPA Regional Administrator, and the 
present Trustee by certified mail 10 days before such change becomes 
effective. Any expenses incurred by the Trustee as a result of any of the 
acts contemplated by the Section shall be paid as provided in Section 9. 

Section 14. Instructions to the Trustee All orders, requests,and 
instructions by the Grantor to the Trustee shall be in writing, signed by 
such persons as are designated in the attached Exhibit A or such other 
designees as the Grantor may designate by amendment to Exhibit A. The 
Trustee shall be fully protected in acting without inquiry in accordance 
with the Grantor's orders, requests, and instructions. All orders, 
requests, and instructions by the EPA Regional Administrator to the 
Trustee shall be in writing, signed by the EPA Regional Administrators of 
the Regions in which the facilities are located, or their designees, and 
the Trustee shall act and shall be fully protected in acting in accordance 
with such orders, requests, and instructions. The Trustee shall have the 
right to assume, in the absence of written notice to the contrary, that no 
event constituting a change or a termination of the authority of any 
person to act on behalf of the Grantor or EPA hereunder has occurred. The 
Trustee shall have no duty to act in the absence of such orders, requests, 
and instructions from the Grantor and/or EPA, except as provided for 
herein. 

Section 15: Notice of Nonpayment The Trustee shall notify the Grantor 
and the appropriate EPA Regional Administrator, by certified mail within 
10 days following the expiration of the 30-day period after the 
anniversary of the establishment of the Trust, if no payment is received 
from the Grantor during that period. After the pay-in period is 
completed, the Trustee shall not be required to send a notice of 
nonpayment. 

Section 16. Amendment of Agreement This Agreement may be amended by an 
instrument in writing executed by the Grantor, the Trustee, and the 
appropriate EPA Regional Administrator, or by the Trustee and the 
appropriate EPA Regional Administrator if the Grantor ceases to exist. 

Section 17. Irrevocability and Termination Subject to the right of the 
parties to amend this Agreement as provided in Section 16, the Trust shall 
be irrevocable and shall continue until terminated at the written 
agreement of the Grantor, the Trustee, and the EPA Regional Administrator, 
or by the Trustee and the EPA Regional Administrator, if the Grantor 
ceases to exist. Upon termination of the Trust, all remaining trust 
porperty, less final trust administration expenses, shall be delivered to 
the Grantor. 
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Section 18~ Im1 .. _, .1.ty and Indemnification The Ti.-~ ... ee shall not incur 
personal liability of any nature in connection with any act or omission, 
made in good faith, in the administration of the Trust, or in carrying out 
any directions by the Grantor or the EPA Regional Administrator issued in 
accordance with this Agreement. The Trustee shall be indemnif ied and 
saved harmless by the Grantor or from the Trust Fund, or both, from and 
against any personal liability to which the Trustee may be subjected by 
reason of any act or conduct in its official capacity, including all 
expenses reasonably incurred in its defense in the event the Grantor fails 
to provide such defense. 

Section 19. Choice of Law This Agreement shall be administered, 
construed, and enforced according to the laws of the State of Ohio. 

Section 20 ~ Interpretation As used in this Agreement, words in the 
singular include the plural and words in the plural include the singular. 
The descriptive headings for each Section of this Agreement shall not 
affect the interpretation or the legal efficacy of this Agreement. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed by 
their respective officers duly authorized and their corporate seals to be 
hereunto affixed and attested as of the date first above written: The parties 
below certify that the wording of this Agreement is identical to the wording 
specified in 40 CFR 264 ~ 15l(a)( l ) as such regulations were const ituted on the 
date first above written: 

GRADY McCAULEY CREATIV APHICS, INC . 
GRA R 

SOCIETY~ ~~TERN NA 
TRUSTEE: a' 

9a1diA!f 
St at e of Ohio 
Count y of 

------~----~---------

On this /;;? %ay of , 1987, before me personally came Dennis J. 
Gra?y t o me known,1 , y me ,duly sworn, did depose and say that he 
res1des at 1..- /A-'..t..;U~~- ·,' , L ·1, 1/·J \JdJ..I. &""_;[;_ ... _~ , that he i s President 
of Grady McCauley Creative Graphics , nc ., the corporation described i n and 
whi ch executed the above instrument ; that he knows t he seal of said 
corporat ion; that the seal aff i xed to s uch instrument i s such corporate seal ; 
that it was so affixed by order of the Board of Directors of said corporation, 
and t he he s igned his name thereto by like order. 

. JOSIPII PUYT 
Notary Public, St!ts of Obfo 

My Commission Expires September 2, l988 





TRUST AGREEMENT BETWEEN GRADY McCAULEY CREATIVE GRAPHICS, INC. (GRANTOR) 
AND SOCIETY BANK OF EASTERN OHIO, NA (TRUSTEE), DATED JANUARY 9, 1987 

SCHEDULE A 

Grady McCauley Dry Wells 
7930 mddlebranch Road 
Canton, Ohio 44721 

EPA ID Number OHO 004468609 
EPA Permit Number OHD 981101488 

Post-Closure Cost for Hazardous \'laste - $34,000 
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TRUST AGREEMENT BETWEEN GRADY McCAULEY CREATIVE GRAPHICS, INC. (GRANTOR) 
AND SOCIETY BANK OF EASTERN OHIO, NA (TRUSTEE), DATED JANUARY 9, 1987 

SCHEDULE B 

The Trust Agreement is a Standby Trust Agreement and will be funded, 
if at all, at such time as the Regional Administor of Region Five -
United States Environmental Protection Agency shall draw upon an 
irrevocable letter of credit established in favor of the Regional 
Administrator of Region Five - United States Environmental Protection 
Agency~ 
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TRUST AGREEMENT BETWEEN GRADY McCAULEY CREATIVE GRAPHICS, INC. (GRANTOR) 
AND SOCIETY BANK OF EASTERN OHIO, NA (TRUSTEE), DATED JANUARY 9, 1987 

EXHIBIT A 

Each of the persons named below is authorzied by Grantor to execute 
and deliver orders, requests, instructions and such other documents 
and do such other acts as may be necessary or proper to carry out the 
purpose of this Trust Agreement. 

Dennis J. Grady, President 

David McCauley, Executive Vice President 




